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: Dhe Solicitors’ Fournal. 


LONDON, JUNE 20, 1874. 
——— 


By FAR THE MOST IMPORTANT piece of legal news which 
has recently transpired is the announcement that we are 
tohave a code. The Lord Chancellor is reported to have 
said in the House of Lords on Monday evening that he 
hoped, on the part of the Government, at the beginning 
of next session, to make a proposal for a codification of 
the unwritten or common law, and in the present state of 
affairs what Lord Cairns wills and Lord Selborne assents 


’ to is tolerably safe to become law. So we may be pre- 


pared for a measure proposing to sanction the appoint- 
ment of commissioners to codify the various branches of 
the unwritten law ; the codes, when prepared, either to be 
laid before Parliament, and, if not dissented from, to be- 
come law, or, at any rate, if introduced as a measure, to 
be passed or rejected as a whole. It is difficult to 
imagine how a code can be framed and passed in any 
other way, yet the dangers of this mode of legislation, 
when applied to the remodelling of the law relating to 
the most important interests and relations of every day 
life, are, as we have before pointed out, not incon- 
siderable. 





WE ARE GLAD TO sEE that the House of Lords, on the 
motion of Lord Penzance, has adopted, in principle, the 
suggestion made some time ago in this journal (which 
afterwards obtained the valuable support of the Incor- 
porated Law Society), extending the right of second 
appeal to all cases in which the second or third division 
of the Court of Appeal has, even though unanimously, 
reversed “‘a material part of the order or judgment 
appealed from.” We presume that the qualifying 
words were introduced to meet the possible case of some 
Vatiation in the language not affecting the substance of 
the judgment, in which case it is not intended, we sup- 
pose, to grant the right of further appeal; and we thiuk 
itquite reasonable to say that a mere verbal amendment 
of the order is not to have the effect of enlarging the 
Tight of appeal. We fear, however, that it will be 
found difficult in practice to distinguish with precision 
what is and what is not ‘a material part” of the order, 
and that cases may occur in which the vagueness of 
this expression will invite litigation on the question of 
jurisdiction merely—perhaps the most objectionable of 
all possible forms of litigation. We think that the 
object which their Lordships had in view would be 
attained equally effectually and more precisely by 
Providing that the right of second appeal from an 
Unanimous judgment of the appellate court shall only 
belong to the respondent, and not in any case to the 
“ppellant. This would secure that where the decree 
of the court below is not altered so as materially to 
affect the successful party there, there shall be no 
Second appeal; while leaving a further hearing open to 
every litigant who has obtained, and been deprived of 

the fruits of, a decision in his favour. 





Lord Penzance also made an attempt to procure some 
alteration in the principle on which the judges of the 
first division are to be selected; a principle to which 
we have already objected, and which we are unable to 
regard with any favour. So long, however, as the essen- 
tially vicious—asit seems to us—provision which placesthe 
appellate judges on an equality, as regards salary, with 
the judges of first instance, is maintained intact, it would 
be “straining out a gnat and swallowing a camel” to ob- 
ject to the maintenance of a practical equality among all 
the judges cf appeal; but we cannot but point out that 
tkis in effect reproduces the absurdity so often complained 
of in the constitution of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, 
where a judge appealed from and reversed to-day may 
avenge himself, tali ratione, next day or next year. It 
may be that if the House of Commons, whose right it is 
to move first on the question of salaries, should see fit to 
set right that anomaly, this may also be rectified at the 
same time, and we trust that no effort will be omitted to 
secure this result. 





AN IMPORTANT MODIFICATION was made, on Thursday 
evening, at the instance of the Lord Chancellor, in the 
provisions of the Irish Judicature Bill. Our readers will 
remember that we objected to the proposed division of 
the Irish Court into five divisions, on the ground that 
such divisions would be too weak for the due discharge 
of business, and more numerous than the amount of 
work to be done could require. We proposed that the 
divisions should be reduced in number to four, or even 
three, without reducing the number of judges below the 
fifteen fixed by the Bill. This we thought (and still 
think) could be best done by conjoining the Probate 
and Admiralty with the Chancery Division, and con- 
solidating the three Common Law Divisions into two, 
with proper provisions for reducing each division, 
when finally constituted, to five judges. This plan 
would have had the merit of harmony and symmetry, 
and would have collected in one division all the ad- 
ministrative branches of the new court, and if all 
attempt at sub-division of duties as between different 
judges of the same division had been abandoned, would 
have provided three strong working divisions, amply 


| sufficient to supply all the judicial requirements of the 


country. The Lord Chancellor has not adopted our 
suggestion, but he has at least taken a step in the right 
direction. By the transfer of the judge of Probate to 
the Common Pleas, and the judge of Bankruptcy to the 
Exchequer Division (the office of second judge of Bank- 
ruptcy being, we presume, suppressed), the divisions will 
be reduced in number to four, and three of these will con- 
sist of four judges each. Although a division of four, 
which only admits of the absence of one judge from a 
sitting of the Divisional Court, is not to our mind so satis- 
factory as one of five, which leaves sufficient judicial 
strength to provide for all ordinary contingencies, it is at 
least incomparably superior to one of three, which is too 
weak to carry on the ordinary work and at the same 
time sit as a Divisional Court. The proposed altera- 
tion will indeed be open to the objection that it 
unites in the same division dissimilar branches 
of jurisdiction, but this is not more than was deliberately 
done by the Act of last year for the purpose of saving, 
for a time at least, the appointment of a fifth judge in 
the Chancery Division in England ; and it is of less con- 
sequence in Ireland, where the state of business does not 
call for so careful a sub-division of labour as is requisite 
here. 





Turning on too much gas has been held a contempt 
of court in England; wearing shoes and stockings has 
been held a contempt of court in Pondicherry. The 
Gazette des Tribunaux for July 12th contains ‘the re- 
port of an appeal from a decision of the local tribunal 
at that settlement, recently heard by the Cour de 
Cassation at Paris, from which we gather the ‘following 
remarkable narrative: —M. Ponnoutamby is a native 
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pleader in the courts at Pondicherry. On the 8th 
January last he appeared in court wearing shoes and 
stockings. The judge at once drew his attention to the 
circumstance, and informed him that this modification 
of his costume was entirely contrary to regulation. M. 
Ponnoutamby pleaded that the state of his health re- 
quired the indulgence, and promised to procure a 
doctor’s certificate to that effect. He did not do so, 
however, but on the 15th January again appeared in the 
objectionable costume, and this time claimed the right 
todo so. The judge promptly forbade him to plead, and 
prepared a formal complaint oa the subject to the pre- 
sident of the tribunal. The president called a meeting 
of all the judges to consider the case, and to weigh the 
question, “/e conseil Ponnoutamby, a-t-il le droit de 
porter des bas et des souliers Européens?”  With- 
out deciding this point, the court were clearly 
of opinion that M. Ponnoutamby’s persistence in 
wearing shoes and stockings in the face of the repeated 
observations of the judge was a departure from the re- 
spect due to a court of justice, and that they could not 
overlook these disrespectful acts (uctes irrévérencieux), 
and they accordingly sentenced him to be suspended from 
practice for ten days. He appealed to the court at 
Paris, and the case was heard on the 10th inst. It ap- 
peared that a law passed in 1842 provided that native 
pleaders shall wear in court “the costume commonly 
adopted in their respective castes.’ Now the native cos- 
tume has been gradually superseded by the European, 
and when a native adopts the latter garb he no longer 
takes off his shoes when he enters u house. Moreover, 
the colonial minister, in a despatch dated 3rd June, 1873, 
had expressly stated that in his opinion it was lawful at 
Pondicherry for a native pleader to wear shoes and 
stockings in court. The Court of Appeal took this 
view, and decided in favour of the appellant; so when 
the next mail reaches India, M. Ponnoutamby will be able 
to resume his shoes and stockings. 





Ir 1s NOT, PERHAPS, TOO LATE to point out one practical 
defect in the Judicature Act which may cause some 
inconvenience. It is in the date fixed for the commence- 
ment of the Act and the rules in the schedule. That 
date is the 2nd of November, which has been selected for 
an obvious reason, that on that day the courts meet after 
the Long Vacation. But it seems to have escaped the 
notice of the framers of the Act that the Long Vacation 
ends on the 24th of October, and that after that day 
pleadings can be delivered in actions already commenced. 
The time between the 24th of October and the 2nd of 
November is no doubt short, but it is long enough to 
enable parties, if they wish it, to put in motion a con- 
siderable amount of litigation. It is true that such 
business is to be continued after the 2nd of November, 
either according to the old procedure or the new as the 
court may decide (35 & 36 Vict. c. 66, s. 22, “ Transfer of 
pending business”’); but if a case has already proceeded 
even as far as declaration it may not be easy to adapt it 
to the new procedure, and the courts may thus commence 
their new career with a large quantity of cases in arrear 
to be completed under the old system, and the working 
of the new system be in effect considerably delayed. It 
would certainly seem to have been more satisfactory if 
the Act had been made to come into operation on the 
24th of October. 





Lorp Sze.zonne’s remarks at the dinner of the Soli- 
citors’ Benevolent Association on the duties and position 
of solicitors may be taken as meaning more than the 
mere language of ordinary after-dinner compliment, 
His Lordship obviously expressed the conclusions to 
which a long experience had led him when he said, “ If 
the office of the judge and the barrister was important, 
that of the solicitor was indispensable; and not only so, 
but the work must be done intelligently, honourably, with 
a high, gentlemanly and independent spirit. And he 
would venture to say that though in so numerous a pro- 








fession there must necessarily be inequalities in point 
both of intelligence and of matters still more impor. 
tant, the profession as a whole discharged its duties 
in a manner as to which no terms of praise would 
more than meet the justice of the case. He wag 
no advocate for any change which should remove solicitorg 
on the whole from their present duties, or confuse the lines 
of distinction separating their work from that of the bar ; 
but he was an advocate, and ever should be, of a full, 
perfect, and ungrudging recognition of the distinguished 
and honourable position in the profession which solicitors 
filled.” 


Tue Times published on Tuesday what purported to 
be “ the text of the report and recommendations of the 
Judicature Commission.”” As we are informed on the 
best authority that the paper was merely the reprint, 
wholly unwarranted and unauthorised, of a private and 
confidential document of the Commission, we of course 
abstain from noticing any portion of this singular pro. 
duction. 











RIGHTS TIN BANKRUPTCY OF EXECUTION CRE- 
DITOR HOLDING GARNISHEE ORDER. 


The case of Hmanuel v. Bridger (22 W. R. 404, L. R. 
9 Q. B. 286) marks another change in bankruptcy law 
effected by the new Act, and this time a change so 
reasonable that we will hope it was designed. By the 
184th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, all advan- 
tage in the distribution of assets was taken away from 
secured creditors, except from such as had levied by 
seizure and sale, or such as had a mortgage or lien, 
Under the subsequent Act of 1854 (Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act), ss. 61—67, the proceedings in garnishment 
were instituted, by which a creditor, having obtained a 
judgment, was enabled to attach debts due to ‘the 
execution debtor from the garnishee; and under section 
184 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, it was held thata 
creditor who had, previous to the execution debtor's 
bankruptcy, obtained and served on the garnishee an 
ex parte order under section 61 was a secured creditor 
(by virtue of section 62), but that, not being a creditor 
who had levied by seizure and sale, nor a creditor with 
a mortgage or lien, he was entitled to no priority 
(Holmes v. Tutton, 5 E. & B. 65). In Tilbury v. Brown 
(9 W. R. 147) it was afterwards decided that the case 
was not altered by the fact of execution having been 
ordered under section 63. 

But the 164th section has been repealed by the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1869, and the question as to secured cre- 
ditors now turn on sections 12 and 16 (subs. 5) of the 
latter Act. The latter section includes among “‘ secured 
creditors” any creditor holding any mortgage, charge, 
or lien on the bankrupt’s estate; and these words 
the Court of Queen’s Bench has, in KHmanuel v. 
Bridger, held to include a creditor who has “ob- 
tained, served, and made absolute his garnishee order be- 
fore the bankruptcy,” which was the position the plain- 
tiff occupied in that case. The 12th section reserves to 
“any creditor holding a security upon the property of 
the bankrupt” the right to “realise or otherwise deal 
with” the same as he might have done apart from the 
bankruptcy, and the consequence is that the plaintiff was 
held entitled as against the trustee to the benefit of his 
security. The only thing necessary to decide was that 
the word “charge” included such a right as that which 
the garnishment order gives to the execution creditor 


more than this was not needed. But the court intimate 
a doubt whether, independently of this, the judgment in 
Holmes v. Tutton was right in giving to such an order 
no higher or more binding -effect than that which the 
delivery of a writ of fi. fa. to the sheriff has in res 

of the goods of the debtor; the reason for the distinc- 
tion being that such an order is more specific in its 
operation, Whether this is so or not (and it must be 





remembered that by the words of section 61, and of the 
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over the attached debt; less than this would not do, and . 
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form of ex parte order, it relates to all debts due from 
the garnishee to the judgment debtor) it was unneces- 
sary to decide; because, with the view now propounded, 
the court only reached the same result which Lord 
Campbell had reached with his view—namely, that the 
execution creditor was a creditor “‘ holding security.” 
‘Nor is it very material to consider the question. 

But it is more important to consider the bearing of the 
case on Ex parte Greenway (21 W. R. 866, L. R. 16 Eq. 
419), which seems not to have been cited. In this case an 
x parte order had been obtained before the bankruptcy, 
but the debt attached was not a debt due, but only a 
debt “ accruing” (see Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, 
s. 61); and for that reason no order absolute for payment 
or execution could be made before the bankruptcy super- 
vyened. Whether the same rule would apply to the case 
of an accruing debt as to the case of a present debt 
being attached may be a question. It may also be a 
question, which the present Court of Queen’s Bench, as 
well as the same court in Lord Campbell’s time, would 
apparently answer in the negative, whether there is any 
difference in this respect between a creditor who has only 
an ex parte order, and one who has made it absolute. 
But unless one or other of these distinctions prevails, the 
case of Emanuel v. Bridger and that of Hx parte Green- 
way are irreconcileable. 

It is, then, with some anxiety to find the reasoning on 
which the Chief Judge based his decision, that we turn 
to Ex parte Greenway. Neither of these distinctions 
are there adverted to; and unfortunately the reasoning 
which is afforded is contained in such observations as 
that “the law of bankruptcy was not extinguished by 
the proceedings of the Tolzey Court;” that “ what took 
place after the bankruptcy (i.e., the making the order 
absclute) cannot alter the operation of the law,’ and so 
forth ; and the only sentence resembling an argument is 
that which propounds the view that “to hold a 
security” and “ to have a security” are different things. 
The conflict of decision, we cannot say of opinion, is un- 
fortunate ; at present we can only wait for such light as 
further judicial consideration of the matter may afford. 





PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


We notice with great pleasure, and with the best 
wishes for its success, the appearance of a new serial 
under the editorship of M. Ch. Demangeat and Sign. 
P. S..Mancini, assisted by M. Ed. Clunet,* the chief 
object of which is the publication of cases decided in 
various countries involving questions of private inter- 
national law. In this field, hitherto, theoretical work 
has for the most part been the only work possible, 
‘and was the necessary basis for any work of a more 
practical kind. But none the less, having regard 
to the stage which this study has now reached, and 
to the frequency which which questions of this kind 
tome before the courts of various countries, it is, in 
our judgment, of more value to know how foreign 
tribunals do in fact act when questions of this kind 
arise, on what principles their practice is based, and 
what principles the practice itself develops, than to know 
on what principles certain writers say they ought to act. 
We believe the new serial is the first attempt to pro- 
duce what may be called a collection of reports of cases 
‘on private international law. Such a collection is 
likely to prove not less valuable in its scientific than in 
its directly practical bearing, for if international law is 
ever to cease to be one of the sciences of the imagina- 
tion , it must be by tracing it as it is applied by those 
who have the power to give effect to their decisions, and 
who are called on to apply it under circumstances which 
bring out clearly the practical bearing of its principles. 

The collection of reports contains cases from France, 
Germany, England, Belgium, Spain, the United States, 








° — de Droit International Privé. Paris; London: 





Russia, Poland, and Switzerland, and we propose briefly to 
notice some of their contents. The first case from France 
is one in which it was held that a French insurance com- 
pany, in which a vessel sunk by a collision was insured, had 
a right to sue in France the wrong-doing vessel, although - 
the collision did not take place in French waters, although 
both the vessels were English, and although neither was 
within the jurisdiction. We must say that the reasoning 
by which this conclusion is reached by no means com- 
mends itself to our understanding. That reason- 
ing seems to be that the ‘obligation to pay the 
insurance springs not from the event which makes 
it payable, but arises at once from the contract, and 
that the abandonment of the vessel only “puts 
the insurer in mord, by the fulfilment of a condition im- 
posed by the law”’ (!); and that consequently the insurer 
has a direct interest in the vessel, and, therefore, a direct 
right of action (not by way of subrogation or as a cession- 
ary) against the wrong-doer. The principle thus estab- 
lished by the Cour de Cassation (and which seems to have 
been hitherto a contraverted point) is no doubt, as the 
editor observes, of the utmost consequence to the French 
insurance companies: but its equity or convenience as 
regards foreigners is much more doubtful, and the prac- 
tical effect would seem to be that the wrong-doer is held 
answerable for the same wrong and the same 

twice over. It should be added that the article of the 
Code Civil (1382) on which the judgment is chiefly 
founded has, on this interpretation of it, a most alarming 
extent. It is difficult to imagine the limits of liability 
under the cunning and ambiguous phrase “ Tout fait 
queleonque de Uhomme qui cause d autrui un dommage 
oblige celui par la faute duquel il est arrivé dle reparer.”, 

Two other French cases go to the point that in colli- 
sion suits the rule of French law requiring a protest to 
be made by the injured vessel within twenty-four hours 
of its arrival in port, is applicable although the port is a 
foreign one. ‘This decision seems conformable to the 
rule that matters of procedure are governed by the lex 
fori; for it is under this category, we apprehend, that 
the rule in question comes. 

From Leipsic we have a case involving questions aris- 
ing out of the relation of principal and agent, which ex- 
hibits a contrast of principle with our own law, with an 
identical result. A Scotch firm had sold certain goods 
to a German firm. German creditors of the Scotch firm 
claimed (by a kind of garnishment proceeding) the un- 
paid price. Another Scotch firm intervening claimed 
that the first Scotch firm acted only as their agents, and 
that the money therefore belonged to them. But the 
German law, unlike the English, does not, when a per- 
son contracts in his own name, recognise the rights of 
anyone else as a contracting party; and here the agent 
had so contracted. But, on the other hand, in a collision 
between the creditors of an agent, the German law does 
allow a privilege to the principal in respect of debts or 
moneys of the agent, which are the fruit of his dealings 
as agent; the ageut is in substance treated as trustee for 
the principal of such debts or moneys. The result, 
therefore, was the same, but we venture to think the 
German rule on the point both more logical and more 
convenient than our own. 

A case from Belgium illustrates the reluctance which 
some foreign countries, especially those under the do- 
minion of the Code Napoleon and its derivatives, ex- 
hibit to administer justice to foreign suitors. The court 
declined to entertain a suit in respect of a collision be- 
tween two foreign vessels on the high seas, though both 
the vessels were at the time of suit within the jurisdic- 
tion. 

The Spanish case turns on the effect of a treaty be- 
tween France and Spain on wills of Frenchmen made in 
Spain, which, the case decides, are both in form and 
in substance to be governed by the French law. The 
court appears also to have decided on general principles, 
that even as to fixed property its transmission is, with 
respect to wills, to be governed not by the lex loct res 
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site, but by the personal statute of the testator; but this 
part of the case is obscure, and it seems doubtful 
whether more is meant than that the inclusion of land 
in a will which deals with the testator’s whole property 
does not affect the question of the validity of the will, 
which was here attacked as being “inofficious.” The 
case is not of much general interest ; and the same may 
be said of one from Switzerland, which turns on a treaty 
between that country and France, according to the pro- 
visions of which, in actions between French and Swiss, 
the plaintiff is bound to follow the forwm of the defen- 
dant; this treaty, however, was held not to oust the 
plaintiff's forum, where both parties belong to the same 
nationulity, though the defendant is domiciled in the 
other country; and the Swiss court accordingly “ ren- 
dered executory”’ a judgment obtained by the plaintiff 
(a Frenchman) in France, against another Frenchman 
domiciled in Switzerland. 

A Russian case decides that a Russian subject, con- 
victed of a crime in a foreign country, suffers the same 
civil consequences in Russia which would follow a 
similar sentence if pronounced there, although in the 
country where the sentence is pronounced no such 
civil consequences would follow. The ground of 
the decision, which is thoroughly inconsistent with the 
view prevailing in this country, seems to be the prin- 
ciple, equally inconsistent with our view, but admitted 
in most European states, by which a subject ofa state 
may be convicted at home of a crime committed abroad; 
from which the consequence would follow that unless 
the foreign criminal sentence could be rendered “ execu- 
tory”’ in Russia, a second conviction and sentence might 
take place there. The principle implied in this decision 
obviously leads to very wide consequences, and, consider- 
ing the great difference between the criminal laws of 
different countries, to very strange ones. 

From Poland we have a decision that an Austrian, a 
minor by Austrian law, is subject as to his engagements 
made in Poland, with respect to land belonging to him 
in Poland, to the law of Austria; so that although he is 
of full age according to Polish law, his engagements may 
be vacated at the suit of his guardian. This is in confor- 
mity with the view which prevails most widely among 
foreign writers on international law; but the rule appears 
to us unreasonable, and it would ‘not, we believe, be fol- 
lowed in our courts. 

On the whole the last four cases we have mentioned 
illustrate strongly the great prominence given by foreign 
tribunals to what are termed “ personal statutes ’’—~that 
is, the laws which are presumed to accompany the person 
and to determine his status and capacity. It is no doubt 
due, in part at least, to the “ personal’’ character which 
jurisdiction assumes that, on the one hand, there is in 
foreign countries such a reluctance to administer justice 
to foreigners, and, on the other hand, so much readiness, 
chiefly through treaty arrangements, to “ render execu- 
tory” the sentences of foreign tribunals—two tenden- 
cies which, at first sight, seem contradictory, but the 
latter of which naturally flows from the view that regards 
jurisdiction as being at once more limited and more 
strict by reason of its personal character. The cases 
above noticed include, as it will be seen, three in which this 
principle of “rendering executory” foreign judgments 
was applied; and in the March number of the Annales 
de la Proprieté Industrielle we find a case turning on 
the same point and involving the question of how far a 
treaty on this matter, made in 1760 between France and 
Sardinia, was applicable to the relations between France 
and the new kingdom of Italy. This treaty (which was 
held to extend to the kingdom of Italy) relieved the 
Citivens of each country respectively from giving se- 
carity when suing in the other country, and also pro- 
vided that the courts of each country should defer @ la 
Jorme de droit, to the demands addressed to them for 
the reciprocal execution of judgments and decrees. 
The meaning of this expression (¢ oa Favene Oe Sete Bes 


been (as we learn from the same report) 








between the countries by a declaration of 1860, as 
importing that the tribunal applied to should only 
examine these three points—(1) Whether the decision 
proceeded from a competent tribunal; (2) whether the 
parties had been duly cited, and had either been legally 
represented, or had made default in appearance; and (8) 
whether any rules of public law are opposed to the 
execution applied for. Although these three questions 
are in form much the same as areasked by an English 
court when a foreign judgment is sued on, yet the mode 
of answering the first of them is certainly different, 
English courts adhere much more ‘to the principle of 
territoriality; and we believe this to be the sounder and 
more convenient view, in no sense feudal in its character, 
as is sometimes said, except so far as that term may 
express the notion of the complete government and 
administration of a particular area; but whether feudal 
or not, far better adapted to the need of mercantile 
intercourse than the “personal’’ system, which is 
opposed to it. 


PENDING LEGISLATION. 


ad 





CoLoniaL ATTORNEYS. 

By 20 & 21 Vict. c. 39, provision is made for the ad. 
mission of attorneys and solicitors of courts in colonies 
specified by Order in Council to be attorneys and solicitors 
of the superior courts in England, after passing an 
examination and making affidavit of having ceased to 
practise as attorney or solicitor in any colonial court for 
at least twelve months. A Bill introduced by Mr, 
Goldney and Mr. Dodds proposes to dispense with these: 
requirements in the case of any person who has been in 
actual practice for seven years at least as attorney and 
solicitor in any colony as to which such Order in Council 
has been or may be made, and who shall have served 
under articles and passed an examination previously to 
his admission as attorney and solicitor in such colony. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 


Non-Exciustve Power or ArPporntMENT—LEGACIES FOL- 
Lowep By A Girt or Restpve or Personaury anp Foro 
Supsect To THE Powrr. 


Gainsford v. Dunn, M.R., 22 W. RB. 499, L. R. 
17 Eq. 405. 


Mr. Vaughan Hawkins, in his book on the Construe- 
tion of Wills (p. 294), states the rule which was finally 
established by Greville v. Browne (7 W. R. 673, T 
BH. L. Cas. 689) in the following terms :—“ If legacies 
are given generally, and the residue of the real and 
personal estate is afterwards given in one mass, the 
legacies are a charge on the residuary real as well as the 
personal estate.” The reasoning on which this rule is 
based is very evident. “ Residue’ must mean something 
after something has been deducted. In the recent case the 
Master of the Rolls pointed out that “ the question has 
generally arisen when the personal estate has failed ; 
when it is said the legacy is payable out of the real 
estate.’ “But in truth,’ his Honour continued, 
“it is payable out of both funds by force of the word 

s jue ” 


In Gaineford v. Dunn the rule in Greville v. Browne, 
or rather the reasoning on which that rule is founded 
was applied to a gift of the residue of a testatrix’s own 
property and property over which she had a testamentary 
power of appointment. The power was non-exclusive, 
being a power to appoint among five brothers and sisters 
or their issue. All the brothers and sisters were living 
at the death of the testatrix. By her will testatrix gave 
a legacy of £5 each to three of the five objects of the 
power, and then proceeded as follows:—" All the rest 
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and residue of my property, of whatever kind and where- 
soever situate, and over which I have any power of ap- 
intment or disposition, I give, devise, and bequeath 
unto and to the use of my sisters” [naming the other 
two out of the five objects of the power] “for their own 
absolute use and benefit as tenants in common.” It was 
contended that the power being non-exclusive was not 
well exercised; but, as we have said, the Master of the 
Rolls applied the reasoning in Greville v. Browne, and 
held that thelegacies of £5 must be considered as payable, 
partly out of the testatrix’s own property, and partly out 
of the property subject to her power. As, therefore, no 
one of the objects of the power could deny that a frac- 
tion of the property subject to the power had been 
appointed to him or her, the power was well executed. 


Soli.ciIToOR MADE A DEFENDANT AS HAVING AIDED A BREACH 
or Trust—Costs. 


Barnes v. Addy, L.C. & L.J., 22 W. R. 505, L. R. 
9 Ch. 244. 


In noticing (17 8. J. 555) the recent case of Baker v. 
Loader (21 W. R. 167), we commented on the practice of 
making a solicitor, who has been employed in improper 
transactions, a party to a suit arising out of them, in 
order that the plaintiff may obtain discovery from him 
and may pray costs against him; and in noticing (178. J. 
611) the judgment of Wickens, V.C., in the above-men- 
tioned case of Barnes v. Addy (21 W. R. 324), we called 
attention to the fact that the Vice-Chancellor drew a 
distinction between that case, where, in his opinion, the 
prayer for costs. against the solicitor was founded on the 
supposition that relief could be given against him in the 
way of replacing the fund, and the class of cases ap- 
plicable to Baker v. Loader, where the solicitor was made 
a party merely for discovery and costs. On the appeal 
Lord Selborne upheld the decision of the court below, 
dismissing the bill with costs as against the defendants, 
the solicitors. He did not, however, rely on the distinc- 
tio drawn by the Vice-Chancellor; and expressed his 
disapproval of the practice of making solicitors — 
forthe purpose of charging them with costs. “I have 
been under the impression,” said his Lordskip, “and I 
hope the impression will go abroad, that of late years the 
court has set its face against making solicitors or others, 
who are properly witnesses, and who are not chargeable 
with any part of the relief prayed, parties to suits with 
aview of charging them with costs alone. I know no 
principle on which they can be charged and made parties 
for that purpose, unless other and further relief might 
also be given against them. In this case we have held 
that these gentlemen are not so chargeable.” 

The facts in Barnes v. Addy were that the solicitors 
had been employed in the preparation and approval of 
deeds whereby Addy, the sole trustee of a will, appointed 
Barnes to be the sole trustee of that part of the testator’s 
property which was settled upon Barnes’s wife for her 
separate use without power of anticipation, with remainder 
to her children, and whereby Barnes covenanted to in- 
demnify Addy in respect of the transaction, The part of 
the trust funds in question was transferred to Barnes 
and used by him in his business and lost. It was con- 
tended that the appointment of Barnes as sole trustee 
of his wife’s share of the fund, and the tranafer of that 
share to him, were clear breaches of trust, and that the 
solicitors were parties to and assisted in the perpetratian 
of the breaches of trust, and ought to be made liable ac- 
cordingly. The following extract from Lord Selborne’s 
j will indicate how he dealt with the ease so 
made :—“ Strangers are not to be made constructive 
trustees merely because they act as the agents of trustees 
in transactions within their legal powers, transactions, 
sam of which a court of eguity may disapprove, un- 

ose agents receive and become chargeable with 
some part of the trust property, or unless they assist 
with} knowledge in a dishonest and fraudulent design on 
the trustees,”’ 





COMMON LAW. 
TroveER—ConvERSION. 
Hiort v. Bott, Ex., 22 W. R. 414, L. R. 9 Ex. 86. 

Whatever may be the result of Fowler v. Hollins 
(20 W. R. 868, L. R.7Q. B. 616) in the House of 
Lords, there can be little doubt about the correc- 
tness of the decision in this case. The plaintiff had 
forwarded barley by railway to the defendant, who 
had never ordered it, with a delivery order making it 
deliverable to “ consignor or consignee.” By the per- 
suasion of the plaintiff's broker, through whose fraudu- 
lent trick the whole transaction was brought about, the 
defendant indorsed the order to the broker, with a view 
to its being (as the broker pretended) returned to the 
plaintiff ; but the broker, having got the order so in- 
dorsed, made away with the barley. The intention was 
no doubt an innocent one on the part of the defendant ; 
but if ever an action can be maintained for conversion 
where there is not an assertion by the defendant of 
some title contrary to the plaintiff's, this surely is the- 
case. It is observed by Bramwell, B., (1) that the de- 
fendant’s act was wholly unnecessary and gratuitous; 
if he had done nothing the barley would have been safe ; 
(2) that this act enabled a third person to deprive the 
plaintiffs wholly of their barley ; and it may be added, 
in the third place, that the defendant knew that the 
broker was only broker—knew therefore that as such the 
broker had no right to the custody of the goods, and 
had no reason to assume that any larger authority had 
been given to him by the plaintiff. Cleasby, B., seems to 
make the question turn very much on the circumstance 
that the defendant had, by endorsing the delivery order, 
transferred the “indicia of title’; but we cannot see 
that this makes the matter any clearer. If the defen- 
dant had voluntarily taken possession of the goods and 
handed them over to the broker, the result must have 
been the same; the act he did was in fact equivalent to 
this. If, indeed, he had found himself against his will 
in possession of the goods, a different question would 
have arisen; because he would at least have been enti- 
tled to rid himself of their possession ; but even in that 
case we must confess that we should have thought the 
course he adopted would have rendered him liable, for 
it was obviously an unreasonable and incautious one. 





REVIE WS. 
INDERMAUR’S EPITOME. 

An Epitome of Leading Common Law Cases. Second 
Edition. By Jonn Inpermavr, Solicitor. Stevens & 
Haynes. 

In noticing the former edition of this work we sug- 
gested that an interleaved edition might be found useful 
for students to add notes and references upon. Mr. 
Indermaur has provided for this want in the present 
edition by leaving blank spaces at the end of many of 
his notes. He has also enlarged some of the notes, and 
has added one new case. In its present shape the work 
will be found a useful introduction to Mr. Smith's 
volumes. 


Works REcRIVED. 

The Practice and Evidence in Actions in the County 
Courts. By James Epwarp Davis, Barrister-at-Law. 
Fifth edition. Butterworths. 

Annual Report of the Trustees of the New York State 
Library for 1873. 

The Game Laws. By G. SHaw-Lerzvaz,M.P. Ridg- 


way. 

Prisons and Prisoners. By W. B. Ranxen, M.A., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Longmans. 

Self Preparation for the Final Examination. By Joan 
InpsrMauR, Solicitor. Stevens & H . 

The Indian Contract Aot, with fs, 2 =e OG Notes, 
&o. By H, 8. Cunninemam, M.A., and H. H. Susemxap, 
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NOTES. 


The case of Dent v. Nickalls (22 W. R. 218), on which we 
commented in the court below, ante p. 59, had a very brief 
career in the Exchequer Chamber or Monday last. After 
the defendant’s counsel had concluded his argument, 
the court unanimously came to the conclusion that on the 
findings of the jury the plaintiff must keep his verdict. 
Bramwell, B., however, expressed a strong opinion upon 
those findings, intimating that if that coart could have 
considered the question whether the verdict was against 
the weight of evidence he would have given the defendant 
a new trial. It was suggested in the course of the argu- 
ment that as the case of Merry v. Nickalis (21 W. R 305) 
was on appeal to the House of Lords, and likely 
soon to be heard, it would be well that Dent v. Nickalls 
should stand over until the House had decided on the other 
case, but this course was objected to by the plaintiff. The 
court then, after judgment, suggested that an attempt 
should be made, as it was stated that Dent v. Nickalls 
would be carried up to the Lords, to expedite that case, so 
that the two might be heard together. The result of the 
double appeal may possibly be singular; for while the 
House of Lords may find as a matter of fact, in Merry 
v. Nickalls that the jobber is released by the custom of 
the Stock Exchange, in Dent v. Nickalls a jary having 
found that such a custom is not proved, the House may be 
obliged to say that the jobber is liable. 





The Exchequer Chamber have this week affirmed the 
decision of the Common Pleas in Rodochanachi v. Elliot 
(21 W. R. 810, commented on ante p. 31). Lt will be re. 
membered that the action was on a policy on goods insured 
**at and from Shanghai to London vid Marseilles.” The 
court held that the terms of the policy included the whole 
transit by land as well as by sea. Upon the question 
whether the detention of the goods in Paris, while that 
city was besieged by the Germans, was a “ restraint of 
princes” giving the assured a right to abandon the goods 
and claim as for a total loss, the court thought the case 
analogons to a blockade. The goods were prevented from 
leaving Paris by the operation of the siege, and this was 
within the clause as to “ restraints of princes,’’ which, as 
to goods, meant restraint of the persons who had them. 


The statement of the Lord Chancellor on Monday even- 
ing, with reference to the revision of the statute Jaw, re- 
minds us of the progress which has been made in this im- 
portant work. Lord Westbury, when Attorney-General, 
procured the passing, in 1861, of an Act repealing all Acts 
which had ceased to be in force, otherwise than by express 
repeal between 10 Geo. 3, and 21 & 22 Vict. This was 
followed by two repealing Acts, passed respectively in 
1863 and 1867, and by this legislation over 3,000 statutes 
were repealed. In 1868 Lord Uairns appointed a com- 
mission to publish a revised edition of the statutes, in- 
cluding only the statutes or portions of statutes now in 
force. This work has since been steadily progressing 
until we have now five volumes, bringing the statutes down 
to 1824, and superseding twenty-six and a-half volumes of 
the quarto edition. The next volume will include the 
statutes to the commencement of the present reign. 


The judges of the First Division of the Court of Session 
in Scotland were occupied on Tuesday with s question 
submitted to them by the Judge Ordinary of the Court of 
Divorce. William Ellis Wall marrief Surah Ogg in Glas- 
gow in 1862, during the c of the time »! appeni 
on a decree nisi, which he had obtained in the English 
court, in a divorce suit, The marriage was regularly 
solemnised in an Episcopal charch, and the parties were 
not aware of the impediment which arose in consequence 


sons were born respectively on 30th August, 1866, and 
17th March, 1868. The couple lived together as man and 
wife in Scotland until after the birth of these children, 
when they removed to Sidmouth in England, where W, §. 
Wall died, and where the sons and their mother stil] re. 
side. ~Under these circumstances the question aroge 
whether the sons were legitimate, and the following ques. 
tion was put for the opinion of the Court of Session by 
Sir James Hannen :—“ Whether, according to the law of 
Scotland, which it is to be assumed governs the matter, 
the said William Ellis Wall and Sarah Ogg, after the re. 
moval of the hereinbefore mentioned impediment to their 
marriage, and prior to the births of their said sons, or 
either and which of them, became married persons?” 
The judges ultimately came to the conclusion that, accord- 
ing to the law of Scotland, William Ellis Wall aud Mrs, 
Sarah Ogg or Wall, after the removal of the impediment 
and before the birth of their eldest son, became married 
persons. 








LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER BILL. 


[The following observations have been forwarded to us 
by an eminent member of the profession. We receive them 
too late for comment.—Eb. 8. J.] 

The professed objects of this Bill are to expedite and 
cheapen the transfer of land, and to make the proceed. 
ing uniform, These all admit to be desiderata; the 
question is, how far are they likely to be accomplished if 
the measure now before Parliament becomes law ? 

Under the present system adequate security of owner. 
ship is undoubtedly obtained ; unsuspected clai: 6 in dero- 
gation of a purchaser's rights are practically unheard of— 
the delays occagioned by repeated investigations of title are 
the real grievance. ° 

But if this Bill passes, intricate claims affecting land 
will continue to subsist, unless the laws relating to laud 
are altered, by largely restricting the landowners’ 
disposing power. It is true that, upon changes of owner. 
ship, the burthen of dealing with such claims is, under 
the Act, toa greater degree thrown on the vendor, to the 
relief of the purchaser; but it is the vendor to whom 


delay is mostly prejudicial—to the purchaser it isgenerally - 


less important. 

The Act would leave equitable rights and equitable 
estates in full force ; and the purchaser when he searches 
the register may find the title loaded with caveats to pro. 
tect them. 

What the public (ignorant of the sacrifices to landowners 
which it would entail) desire, is, to have land transferred 
as quickly and as cheaply as railway stock. Will the 
measure before the House effect this or wake any sensible 
advance towards it ? 

When registration has come into full operation, the 
register must, on each new transaction, be searched, and 
the results of the search must be waited for. If thereare 
incumbrances, the notice of them mast~be removed ; and 
when this is done, the deed of conveyance must _ be regis- 
tered, and until registered the transaction will be incom- 
plete. But before registration, the registrar will have to 
satisfy himself that the deed is ex régle. All this will 
take time; and as the business must pass throagh the 
hands of one or more officials, the delays invariably 
attendant on officialism must be encountered. 

In large towns, however, it is found that the bulk of the 
transactions are of small amount, and require to be carried 
out with much expedition—often within two or three days 
at the furthest. This was represented to the Lord 
Chancellor, who felt the force of the representation #0 
strongly, that he has introduced a clause excepting from 
the operation of the Act sales where the purchase-money is 
under £300. This is clearly av admission of the failure of 
the scheme to achieve expedition and cheapness. 

The 27th clanse, though professedly imperative, does 
not render registration in any case or at any time com- 
pulsory. It declares that an unregistered conv 
shall, until tered, operate in equity only, not 
carry with it the legal estate. It is believed that many 
purchasers will, to save delay and expense, rest upon the 
equitable title only. Thus if the Act passes there may, 
and probably will, be three concurrent systems of owner- 





of the time for appealing not having then expired. Two 
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a 
9, Equitable proprietorship; and 3, Full proprietorship 
without registration. This last will inclade all land 
falling within the exception referred tv, aud all land 
which, not having been sold afcer the Act has been three 
years in operation, remains unler the old law. 

" The Act to be logical and complete should declare al/ 
transfers of land (after a certain period) vid, unless regis- 
tered. This, however, could not be dons without an 
alteration of the land laws not contemplated, and, it may 
be added, not desired, 

Is it wise, then, to establish a system demonstrably 
imperfect, and would it not be far better to delay legisla- 
tivn until this difficult subject has been more carefully 
considered, and the advantages and disadvantages of a 
really effective scheme duly weighed ? J. 








COURTS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Before Cocksury, C.J., and Quatn and ArcHIBALD, JJ.) 
June 12.—Jn re George Marshall. 

Francis applied on behalf cf George Marshall, an articled 
clerk who had passed his final examination, that he should 
be admitted an attorney. Mr. Marshall was articled on the 
18th May, 1870, to Mr. Large, and served with that gentle- 
man for some time, and then was assigned for the residue of 
the term to Mr. Pritchard. His health failed him, and 
asea voyage was recommended. He sailed for the Cape of 
Good Hope on the 5th December, 1873, and returned to 
England on the 13th of last May, after an absence of five 
months and seventeen days. Atter his return he passed his 
fioal examination, but his certificate was endorsed. The 
learned counsel referred to Ex parte H. W. Moses, 22 W. R. 
57; Ex parte Matthews, 1 B. & Ad. 160 ; Ex parte Hodge, 
2Jur. 989; and Ex parte Brutten, 2 W. R. 456. 

Murray, for the [ocorporated Law Society, said the diffi- 
culty was in the statute, which required that during the 
whole time of the service the clerk shall continue and be 
actually emploved by the attorney in the practice of 
his profession. There was no exception in the Act for 
illness. 

Francis, in reply, directed the attention of the Court toa 
sy in Mr. Pritchard’s affidavit stating “that the ship- 
ping knowledge he (George Marshall) would acquire on a 
sea voyage out and home would be a lasting advantage to 
him and of some benefit to me in the business.” 

Cocxsurn, C.J.—I and my learned brothers think the 
breach in the service is too long. 

Francis.—Perhaps your Lordships would allow Mr. 
Marshall to be admitted on serving his five months. 

Cocksuxn, C.J.— Very well. 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION. 
June 16.—Lees and Another v. The Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway Company. 
Undue preferenee—Publie interest—Coal traffic. 

In determining whether a preference shown by a railway 
company to one of its customers 1s undue or unreasonable 
within the meaning of the 2nd section of the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854, regard should be had to the benefit 
and convenience of the public, and also to the convenience of 
the railway company with reference to its general traffic. 

A railway company was compelled by the increase of its 
business to separute its mineral from its goods traffic at O. 
station, and transferred the former to anether station, but 
retained the mineral traffic at O. station so far as regarded 
the Corporation of M. The Corporation of M. lighted M. and 
ita suburbs ; their gas works were close to O. station and com- 
municated therewith by a siding, so that this trafic could be 
removed at once from the O. station without impeding the 
goods trafic, The commissioners found as facts that it was 
a matter of public benefit and convenience that the corporation 
should be supplied with coal at the O, station, and that the 
nature and magnitude of their supplies enadled the railway 
company to make special arrangements for passing them 
through and out of the O, station, 30 as to effect this with less 
inconvenience to the general and ordinary business thereof 
than would be caused by carrying to that station for the 


Held, that the preference to the corporation was neither 
undue nor unreasonable, 

This was an application for a writ of summons under 
section 2 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, against 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, calling 
upon them to show cause why au injunction should not be 
granted enjoining them to desist from giving any undue 
preference and advantage to the Corporation of Manchester, 
with respect to the conveyance of coal to Oldham-road 
Station, in the city of Manchester. 

It appeared from the pleadings and the evidence that the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company up to 1872 had 
at Oldham-road, Manchester, a station which they used for 
the purpose of their goods, coa!, mineral, and other traffic. 
In that year, in consequence of the great increase of business, 
they separated their coal and mineral from their 
traffic, and removed the former to a place called Miles 

Platting, in the suburbs of Manchester, and at the distance 

of one mile from Oldham-road Station, The railway com- 

pany thereupon conveyed their mineral traffic to Miles 

Platting Station only, and refused to carry it to Oldham- 

road Station, but made an exception in favour of the Cor- . 
poration of Manchester, who lighted the city and its environs, 

and whose gas works were situated within fifty yards of the 

Oldhame-road Station, with which they communicated by a 

siding. The applicants, who were colliery owners, had for 

the purposes of their coxl business pees a piece of 
laud.; situated adjacent to the Oldham-road Station, 

such land being connected with the company’s railway 

by means of a siding. Up to 1872 the railway com- 

pany conveyed the applicants’ mineral traffic to their 

piece of land at Oldham-road, but since then had 
refused to convey it further than Miles Platting. It 
appeared that the railway company conveyed in 1872 
108,000 tons for the corporation, and for the applicants in 

the same year 3,965 tons; that the corporation had a 
siding set apart for them, and that they used their own 
locomotive to convey their coal intothe gas-works, so that 

the traffic on the main line was not interfered with, but 
that the applicants’ coal traffic, which was on an average 
two trucks a day, as opposed to forty and fifty trucks aday 
for the corporation, occasioned inconvenience, as the trucks 
had to be shunted about to make way for the goods trains ; 
that all available spaces at Oldham-road station were re- 
quired for goods traffic, and that much greater facilities 
for unloading minerals had been given at Miles Platting. 

R. G. Williams, Q.C., appeared for the applicants, and 
Field, Q.C., and. Edwards, for the Rennie and York- 
shire Railway Company. 

The following cases were cited in the course of the 
arguments :—In re Nicholson and Great Western Railway 
Company, 7 W. R. 49, 4 C. B. N. S. 366; Jn re Oxlade and 
North Eastern Railway Company, 1 C. B. N.S. 454.5 W. R. 
C. L. Dig. 230; In re Marriott and the London and South 
Western Railway Company, 5 W. R. 312, 1 C. B. N.S. 499, 
and West v. London and North Western Railway Company, 
18 W. R. 1028, L. R. 5 C. P. 622, 

The Count, in delivering judgment, said that they desired 
to teat the character of the preference by its tendency in 
respect of public benefit and convenience; that it was 
manifestly for the public advantage that coal for the cor- 
poration should be supplied to the station to which the gas 
works were adjacent, and it was also clear upon the evi- 
dence that the nature and magnitude of the coal traffic to 
the gas works enabled the railway company to make 
special arrangements for passing it through and out of the 
Oldham-road Station ; that it was conducted with less incon- 
venience to the general and ordinary business of that sta- 
tion than would be caused by carrying for the applicants 
& muoh smaller quantity, with which goods of all kinds 
might be intermixed. Upon these grounds they held that 
the preference to the corporation was not undue nor un- 
reasonable within the meaning of section 2 of the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. 








The death is announced of Mr. Thowas Cleghorn, sheriff 
of Argyleshire. 

The MWeetern Morning News announces the resignation of 
the town clerk of Launceston, Me. J. L. Cowlard. The 
Town Council, by a formal resolution, unanimously expressed 





regret at being called upon to accept the resignation. 





Be. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


§P Mr. Herscretz, Q.0., who has just been returned in the 
Liberal interest for the city of Durham, is the son of the 
Rev. R. H. Herschell. He was born in the year 1837, and 
was educated at University College, London. In 1857 he 
graduated B.A. with honours in classics in the University 
of London. He was called to the bar in Michaelmas Term, 
1860, and in the spring of 1861 joined the Northern Cir- 
euit. In 1872 he was appointed one of her Majesty’s 
Counsel, and, in the course of Jast autumn, Recorder of 
Carlisle. Mr. Herschel! is one of the examiners in common 
law in the University of London. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 12.—Seotch and Irish Peers,—Lord INcHIQUIN 
moved that an humble address be presented to her Majesty 
raying her Majesty’s consent to a Bill being introduced 
imiting the prerogative of the Crown in so far as it relates 
to the creation of Irish Peerages, as provided by the Act of 
Union. After some debate the motion was withdrawn.— 
Lord Rosegery then moved the appointment of a Select 
Committee to inquire into the present method of electing 
the representative peers for Scotland and Ireland and to 
report whether changes are desirable therein.—Earl Gran- 
VILLE moved that the committee should also inquire into 
the law relating to the representative peers for Scotland and 
Ireland. The debate was adjourned. 


June 15.—Statute Law Revision.—The Lonp CHANCELLOR, 
in moving the secon reading of the Statute Law Revision 
Bill, said that in 1868 a commission was appointed to 
publish a revised edition of the statutes. Down to the 
present time five volumes of that revised edition had been 
published. They included the statutes down to the year 
1824. The revision proceeded on the principle that only 
the statutes now in force should be published in the revised 
edition ; but, in order that there might be no mistake as to 
what statutes remained in force after the publication of this 
edition, there was published pari passu with it a series of 
Acts repealing the statutes which had been spent or had 
become obsolete. The five volumes of statutes already 
printed had superseded forty-three volumes octavo, or 26} 
volumes quarto, of the statutes. There had also been 
ay a chronological table and index of the statute law. 

y the Statute Law Revision Bill of this year it was pro- 
posed to repeal all Acts that had become spent or obsolete 
down to 1837 and had not yet been repealed. The sixth 
volume of the revised statutes would bring down that work 
from 1824 to 1837, and the expurgation would be continued 
from 1837 to 1868. ‘To bring the work down to 1868 nine 
or ten volumes more would be required. It was proposed 
that the index should be kept up as an annual index, so 
that any one who purchased it would have an index of the 
whole of the statute Jaw down to the end of the last session 
of Parliament. It had become of importance now when we 
were dealing with the subject as a whole that there should 
be a consolidation of the statutes of the present reign, and 
it was proposed that next session a Bill should be brought 
in for that purpose. With such a consolidation and the 
revision now being effected, the country would possess a 

ect edition of the statute law. There would remain, 

ever, to be accomplished the codification of the un- 
written law. He thought that a great deal of the difficulty 
had arisen from endeavours to embrace in the codification 
the statute law as well us the unwritten law. In his opinion 
2 codification of the statute law would be almost impossible. 
What we wanted was an expression of the unwritten or 
common law. He hoped, on the part of her Majesty's 
Government, at the begioning of next session, to make a 
proposal for such a codification. The bill was read asecond 
time. 


Public Worship Regulation Bill.—The House went into 
committee on this Bill. —The Bishop of PerexsoxouGu with- 
drew the amendment to follow clause 22, providing that, 
as regarded certain transgressions of the rubric, no pro- 
ceedings should be taken “ under the provisions of this Act” 
p sathe. J clergyman who should have been guilty of those 

ns. 


Clause 23 (limitation of proceedings against incumbents) 
was to as amended. 

Clause 24 (archbishops to frame rules, orders, &c.) was, 
on the motion of the Archbishop of York, struck out. 

Clause 25 (places exempt from the operation of the Act) 
was struck out. 

Clause 7 (the interpretation clause), which had been post- 

ned, was agreed to, after some amendments had been 
introduced. 

The schedules were also agreed to, and the House 
resumed. 

India Councils Bill.—This Bill was read a third time and 


passed. 


June 16.—Jnfants Contracts Bil.—Their lordships went 
into committee on this Bill.—Viscount MipLEeron said that 
he had taken means to obtain the opinion of the judges 
with reference to this Bill, and through Mr. Justice Keating 
he had received ananswer that they entirely approved it,— 
The Bill passed through committee. 

Married Women’s Property Act (1870) Amendment Bill.— 
This Bill was read a second time. 

Supreme Cowit of Sudicature Act (1873) Amendment Bill, 
—Their iordships having again gone into committee on 
this Bill, 

On Clause 10, relating to the Imperial Court of Appeal, 
Lord Penzance moved an amendment providing that the 
judges nominated to the first division should continue to 
sit in that division so long as they remained judges of the 
Imperial Court of Appeal.—The Lorp CHANCELLOR said 
the principle was not new. It was now acted upon in the 
case of election petitions. Such an arrangement as was 
proposed by the amendment would draw a broad line 
between the judges of the first division and the judges of 
the other divisions, and the judges of the second and third 
divisions would be placed in a subordinate position.— Lord 
SELBORNE would prefer that the period of appointment to 
the first division should be only two years, and that the ap- 
pointment should come in turn to all the judges rather than 
be by nomination.—The amendment was then withdrawn.— 
Lord Penzance then said he thought the provision for a 
re-hearing did not go far enough. As the clause stood it 
provided that “any appeal heard before any divisional 
court other thar the first, in the decision of which the 


| judges of the court are not unanimons, shall, if any party 


to such appeal so desire, be re-heard before the first divi- 
sional court.’’ This was narrowing too much the right of 
a second hearing. It might ba that the second or third 
court, even if unanimous, would be only three judges 
overruling the judgment of three jadges in the court 
below. He had given notice of an amendment to strike 
out the words “‘in the decision of which the judges are 
not unanimous.” Sut instead of such amendment he now 
begged to move, after the word ‘ unanimous,” the inser- 
tion of these words, ‘‘or where such decision in any 
question of law reverses a material part of the judgment 
or order appealed from.”—The Lorp CHANCELLOR said he 
had received various representations from the Incorporated 
Society and from members of the bar on the subject of 
this second hearing, and under all the circumstances he 
did net object to the amendment now proposed by his 
noble and learned friend.—Lord Sxtsorne did not think 
the re-hearing should be a matter of right in the case 
suggested by the amendment. He would be for leaving 
it to the diseretion of the court.—Lord CoLmEiper also 
doubted the advisability of the amendment. The amend- 
ment was agreed to, as were also certain amendments 
proposed by the Lord Chancellor; and the Bill, having 
passed through committee, was reported with amendments 
to the House. 

Statute Law Revision Bill.—This Bill passed through 
committee. 


June 18,—Court of Judicature (Ireland) Bill—On the re- 
port of amendments in this Bill, the Lorp CaanceLior 
said he had an amendment to propose by which, when the 
judges in the Common Pleas should have been reduced 
from four to three, the Lord Lieutenant in Council might 
transfer the probate judge to the Common Pleas division 
of the High Court of Justice, there to become a fons janes 
of that court; but the probate judge when go t 
must continue to discharge the duties he had before dis- 





obarged in respect of non-contentious causes. He would 
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asimilar amendment to enable the Lord Lieutenant 
in il to transfer the jadge of the Court of Bankruptcy 
tothe Exchequer Division of the High Court of Jastice. 
The amendments were to, as were also certain other 
amendments proposed by the Lorp CHANCELLOR, to enable 


tries. The report was then received. 

Four Courts Marshaleea (Dublin) Bill.—This Bill was read 
gsecond time. 

Revenue Officers’ Disabilities Bill.—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

Infants’ Contracts Bill—This Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

Statute Law Revision Bill.—The report of amendments 
on this Bill was agreed to. 

Powers of Appointment Bill.—Lord SeuBornz, in moving 
the second reading of this Bill, said thatas the law relating 
to powers stood formerly, a person with power to appoint 
afand among a certain namber of persons was bound to 
appoint a substantial share to each. If he did not, his 
execution of the power might be set aside as illusory. Lord 
§t. Leonards induced Parliament to pass an Act providing 
that no execution of a power should be set aside as illusory 
if anything whatever had been appointed; unless it clearly 

ed on the face of the power that the donor intended 

that a substantial share to each person should be 
appointed. Since the passing of that Act it had been 
thought sufficient, in order to prevent the execution of such 
power from being set aside as illusory, to appoint a shil-° 
ding or some other nominal sum to each of the objects ; but 
ifany of them were totally left out the execution of the 
power might still be set aside. Vice-Chancellor Hall had 
¢ealled his attention to the necessity of further legislation 
in the matter, and the object of this bill was to provide 
that no power should be avoided in consequence of a nomi- 
nal sum not having been appointed.—Lord Catrns said 
this was a signal instance of the manner in which legisla- 
tion progressed. Lord St. Leonards induced Parliament 
to enable the person executing a power to cut off some of 
the objects of the power with a shilling, and as the shilling 
was not of much practical use, he did not think there was 
any objection to the Bill of his noble and learned friend. 
The Bill was then read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Tune 12.—Militia Law Amendment Bill.—This Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

“Courts (Colonial) Jurisdiction Bill.—This Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

June 15.—Sunitary Laws Amendment.—This Bill was read 
asecond time. 

Apothecaries Act Amendment.—This Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

Juries Bill.—The House went into committee on this 


Clauses 94 to 104 were agreed to. 

On clause 105 (time of coming into operation of Bill), 
Mr. Lorzs moved an amendment to the effect that the Bill 
ahall not come into operation until the 1st of January, 1875, 
The amendment was agreed to and the clause, as amended, 
was added to the Bill. Some new clauses having been 
added to the Bill, the House resumed. 


June 16.—Licensing Act Amend 
ins of the report Mr. Cross moved the insertion of the 
following new clause :—‘‘ This Act shall come into operation 
as to the provisions relating to hours of closing (not being 
provisions relating to the grant of early closing licences), 
and as to the provision repealing section 24 of the principal 
Act, on the 10th of October, 1874, and not before, and as to 
the remainder immediately on the passing of the Act.” The 
object of the clause was, he said, to provide that the Bill 

id not, at all events in certain places, come into opera- 
tion until the time when the new licences were taken out. 
After some discussion the clause was agreed to. After other 
proposed clauses had been negatived. Sir 8. Warertow 
moved to insert after clause 6 the following clause :—“ A 
person who takes out ao licence containing conditions 
Tendering such licence a six days’ licence may, notwitb- 
‘standing such conditions, sell any intoxicating liquors on 


t Bill,—On the bring- 





On the motion of Mr. Grecory, clause 26 was left out and 
@ new clause inserted. 

Mr. GonpNEY moved a elause to the effect that section 9 of 
the principal Act shall not prohibit an internal communi- 
cation between any licensed premises and any theatre duly 
authorised as such by letters patent of her Majesty or by 
licence of the Lord Chamberlain. The clause was added to 
the Bill. 

Mr. ForsyTH moved a clause to enable a publican 
to entertain his private friends after closing hours, if he 
had previously obtained leave from a magistrate. The clause, 
with the exception of the words as to obtaining the leave of 
@ justice of the peace, was agreed to. 

After many proposed amendments had been rejected, Mr. 
Cross moved in clause 2 the insertion in line 22 after ‘‘and” 
of ** in the Metropolitan Police district or,” with the view 
of including certain small places adjacent to the metropolis 
within the area in which publichouses were to be closed at 
eleven instead of ten o'clock. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. Cross moved to amend the clause by substituting 
the words ‘‘ populous place in the nature of a town” for the 
words ‘‘ parish which contains 2,500 inhabitants or more ” 
in that part of the clause which fixes the hours at which - 
public houses shall be opened and closed. {t would be for 
the authorities to take the area of the different localities 
and to decide from the density of the population whether 
they were to be denominated ‘‘ populous places.” After 
much discussion the debate was adjourned. 

Building Societies Bill—This Bill was considered, and 
Mr. Dopps moved an amendment continuing the exemp- 
tion of mortgages from stamp duties.—The CHANCBLLOR 
of the ExcHEQUER opposed the motion, and on a division 
it was rejected by 86 to 14. 

Civil Bills Courts (Ireland).—Sir C. O’Locaten brought 
in a Bill to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Civil Bills 
Courts in Ireland in respect to partnership accounts and 
actions involving questions of title to lands and heredita- 
ments. 

Juries (Ireland).—The AtrorNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND 
introduced a Bill to further amend the law relating to juries 
in Ireland. 

June 17.—Rabbits Bill_—Mr. PExL, in moving the second 
reading of this Bill, explained that he proposed that the 
penalties for trespass in pursuit of rabbits during the day 
should be increased from 5s., as named in the Bill, to 10s. 
for the first offence, and 40s. for second offences. The 
fines would be recoverable by the occupier of the land. 
Mr. M‘ComBiE moved an amendment that the Bill be read 
a second time that day three months.—Sir Grores 
Batrour supported the amendment, but a quarter to six 
having arrived, the debate stood adjourned. 

Personation Bill.—This Bill was read a second time. 

Working Men's Dwellings, —This Bill went through com- 
mittee. 

Apothecaries’ Licences—Mr. Errineton brought in a 
Bill to amend the law with reference to the licensing of 
apothecaries, chymists, and druggists. 

June 18.—Licensing Act Amendment Bill.—The farther 
consideration of this Bill, as amended, was resumed. 

Mr. Cross moved the substitution, in clause 2, of the 
words “in a populous place as detined by this Act,” for 
the words “parish which contains 2.500 inhabitants or 
more.” The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, Marten moved to leave ont the words “one o'clock 
in the afternoon,” and insert “half an hour after noon,” 
with the object of advancing by half an hour the time 
of opening on Sunday. The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. Cross then moved the substitution of the word 
“six” for “seven” as the hour for opening pablic- 
houses on Sunday afternoon. The amendment was to. 

Mr. Grecory moved, in clause 11, page 6, line 4, to 
leave out “ or,” and insert “which by such Act was to 
have been or might have been endorsed on the licence.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

On the motion of Sir C. Dimx®, an amendment was fn- 
serted at the beginning of clause 23, to the effect that a 
person applying for the renewal of his licence shoald not 
be required by the Licensing Committee to attend in 
person at the general annual licensing meeting, save for 
some special cause personal to himeelf. 

On the motion of Mr. GQreeory clause 26 was struck 





‘Sunday to persons lodging in his house.” 
The Gee om agreed 
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Mr. Cross moved in clause 27, page 11, line 4, to in- 
sert:—‘‘ And any collection or continuous line of houses 
immediately adjoining a town as so defined shall, for the 
purpose of the provisions of this Act, with respect to the 
closing of licensed premises, be deemed to be part of such 
town.”—Colonel BartTeLot moved to leave out from the 
Home Secretary’s amendment the words “or continuous 
line,” and the word ‘‘ immediately.” 

These amendments were agreed to. 

Upon the original amendment being pnt the debate was 
adjourned. . 

Juries (Ireland).—This Bill was read a second time. 

Colonial Attorneys’ Relief Act Amendment Bill.—This 
Bill was read a second time. 

Municipal Corporations (Disposition of Penalties).—This 
Bill was withdrawn. 

Rabbits Bill.—This Bill was withdrawn. 

Working Men's Dwellings Bill_—Tbe House went into 
committee on this Bill, acd several clauses having been 
agreed to, progress was reported. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The fourteenth annual festival of this society was held on 
Wednesday evening, the 17th inst., at Willig's Rooms, St. 
James's, under the presidency of the Right Hon. Lord 
Selborne. Amongst the company were—George O. Morgan, 
Q.C., M.P., W. J. Bovill, Q.C., J. Kemplay, Q.C., A. E. 
Miller, Q.C., R. D. M. Littler, Q.C., T. i Winslow, Q.C., 
F. A. Philbrick, QC., Wm. H. G. Bagshawe, Q.C., W. A. 
Mundell, Q.C., and Messrs. T. T. Methold, G.Francis, H. C. 
Bennett, P. Nelson, John Young, E. Bromley, F.T. Veley, 
Thos. Avison, John Stone, C. Pidcock, S. Smith, H. S. 
Styan, E. Hedger, W. J. Cowper, E.S, Mounsey, W. F. 
Blandy, W. E. Shirley, W. B. Brook, S. H. Asker, J. E. 
Paddon, G. F. Carnell, H. Monckton, W. J. Bruty, 
W. Greaves, F. H. Hallett, &c., &c. 

Grace having been sung by an efficient choir, under the 
direction of Mr. Winn, who also sang a choice selection of 
glees and songs during the evening, 

The CuatkMan proposed the health of her Majesty the: 
Queen, as the head of the law, remarking that England 
was distinguished above almost all other nations, by the 
respect which was habitually paid to the law, a result which 
he attributed to our monarchical institutions. The toast was 
drank with the usual loyalaccompaniments, and wasfollowed 
by the national anthem. 

The Prince and Princess of Wales and the rest of the 
Royal Family was next proposed by the CHAIRMAN in ap- 
propriate terms, especial reference being made to the 
Prince of Wales’s position as a bencher of the Middle 
Temple, and was druuk with great enthusiasm. It was 
aa by a Danish four part song, “ Welcome her so 

ir. 

The CHainman next proposed the Army, Navy, and 
Auxiliary Forces, saying that although he considered war a 
discredit to Christianity, and a great drawback to civilisa- 
tion, yet there were times, especially when dealing with 
barbarous nations like the Ashantees, when there was 
nothing but force which would effect a settlement of dis- 
puted questions. In England at any rate the power of 
both the army, navy, and auxiliary forces would never be 
used but in support of law and in defence of liberty, and 
he therefore had much pleasure in proposing the toast, 
coupled with the name of Captain Ford of the 40th 
Middlesex. 

Captain Forp having briefly acknowledged the toast, 

W. J. Bovitu, Esq., Q.C., proposed, the health of her 
Majesty's judges. He said it would be superfluous on his 
pert, ard worse than superfinons, to attempt to praise 
those excellent individuals; but if unwearied patience, 
unsullied integrity, accurate and extensive learning, and, 
above all, thorough independence of character, merited 
the approbation of their fellow men, he had no besitation 
in saying that the judges received, as they justly deserved, 
that approbation, and that warm enthusiasm would be 
shown in drinking their healths. He begged to couple 
with the toast the name of Lord Selborne. 

Lord Szipor¥r said it was perbaps hardly right that he 





—_" 


eleven out of the thirteen previous occasions similar to the: 
present the chair had been occupied by a judge—he might 
be permitted to say on their behalf that he was sure they 
felt every sympathy with the work of benevolence under. 
taken by that society. English judges were not infallible, 
but judging by the manner in which the community at 
large accepted the work done by them, and the very smal} 
amount of dissatisfaction with their decisions as evidenced 
by the appeals, he might fairly say that asa body they 
deserved and obtained the approbation of their fellow 
countrymen. 

Mr. Epwarp Bromiey, in proposing the Bar, said it 
would be sufficient to remind his hearers that from the bar- 
were selected, from time to time, those who filled the higher 
functions of the bench, such men as Lords Mansfield, Eldon, 
Erskine, Denman, and Brougham, to show that the 
antecedents of the bar were as illustrious as he felt sure their 
future would be. He was also able to say that the relations 
between the two branches of the profession were most 
cordial, both working together to promote the common 
interests of truth and justice. But passing to outside 
matters, for he looked upon the baras having many interests 
apart from those confined to the profession, he found them 
engaged in the actual duties of legislators, and as peace. 
makers, and it was therefore of the utmost importance that 
their training should not only be directed to their special 
duties at the bar, but that bya knowledge of art, science, lane 
guages, and literature they should be able to address theme. 
selves to all matters of common interest to mankind, He 
concluded by alluding to the part taken by the noble chair. 
man in the Geneva arbitration. 

Mr. G.O. Morean, Q.C., M.P.,in responding, said the rule 
which selected judges from amongst the bar was justified 
by the fact that with very rare exceptions the most dis- 
tinguished advocates had become the most distinguished 
judges, Allusion had already been made to some men who 
were as illustrious at the barason the bench, and he could 
not but think that when some future Lord Campbell sat 
down to write the history of their noble chairman—a period 
he hoped yet long distant—not the least distinguished por- 
tion of his career would be that twelve or thirteen years, 
when whether in office or out of it, he stood forward as the 
foremost of English advocates. He remembered being told 
once by a now distinguished occupant of the bench that the 
greatest difficulty he had was to keep the judges in order, 
and he must agree so far as to say that he believed a strong 
bar implied a good bench ; in fact that the advocate was 
almost as necessary an element, in the administration of 
justice as the judge himself ; and he was proud to think 
that amongst the glorious traditions of the country none 
were more honoured than those of the English bar. There 
had been times when even the judges were corrupt, but even 
when to do his duty to his client was attended with danger to 
life and liberty, the English advocate never forgot that duty. 
Times were now changed, but if the advocate had no longer 
to plead with a halter round his neck as it were, he still had 
his peculiar dangers and temptations—the temptation not 
to forget his client, but possibly to forget everything else— 
the bench he addressed, the profession of which he was a 
member, and the public which entrusted him with enormous 
and exceptional privileges. To preserve those privileges 
from abuse, to preserve the right mean between obsequious 
servility on the one hand and intemperance of language on 
the other, should be the aim of every advocate. and so long 
as this idea was kept in view so long would the profession 
be looked up toas one to which any Englishman might be 
proud to belong. 

The CrarrMAN next proposed the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and may prosperity attend it. In the firat 
place he begged to dissociate the first two words from the: 
rest of the sentence, and say a few words abont the 
solicitors themselves. The solicitors of England were 
the intimate confidential advisers of every family in Eng- 
land who had either pecuniary business of importance to 
attend to, or difficult questions with other men to solve, 
or it might be matters even more delicate. On such 
occasions the solicitor not only advised the ordinary 
laymen, but also the barrister and the, judge, and very 
thankful they were to have his wise, honest, dispassionate, 
and experienced advice. The solicitor was not only in 





should respond for the judges, seeing he was not at present 


possession of family secrets, where there were such, but, 
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in the conduct of legal business, he had to meet the 
client, to sift the chaff from the wheat, to prepare the 
materials for counsel, and to condact all the machinery of 
every cause and suit, in and ont of court, to « final conclu- 
sion. If, therefore, the office of the judge and the bar- 
rister was important, that of the solicitor was indispen- 
gable; and not only so, bat the work must be done intel- 
ligently, bonourably, with a high, gentlemanly and 
independent spirit. And he would venture to say that 
though, in so numerous a profession, there must neces- 
sarily be inequalities in point both of intelligence and of 
matters still more important, the profession, as a whole, 
discharged its duties in a manner as to which no terms of 
praise would more than meet the justice of the case. He 
was no advocate for any change which should remove 
solicitors on the whole from their present duties, or con- 
fuse the lines of distinction, separating their work from 
that of the bar, but he was an advocate, and ever should 
be, of a full, perfeot, and ungrudging recognitiou of the 
distinguished and honourable position in the profession 
which solicitors filled. This feeling, amongst others, made 
him rejoice in being present on that occasion to advocate 
the beneficent work of the association in relieving that un- 
avoidable distress which must occur amongst some of the 
members of so large a profession. He placed every confi- 
dence in those who had the management of the society, and 
hoped hemight beallowed tomake oneortworemarks onthe 
facts and figures which had been placed before him, with 
reference to that and to another and kindred association. 
When Lord Justice Selwyn presided over the anniversary 
meeting in 1869 he adverted to the fact that there were 
two societies engaged in very nearly the same work; the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent, which contemplated the relief of 
distress amongst solicitors and their families in all parts 
of the kingdom, and the Law Association, whose operations 
were confined to the metropolis. From the figures with 
which he had been furnished it appeared that the 
Solicitors’ Association had a funded capital of £28,800, 
whilst the other society had a funded capital of £33,844, 
the annual dividends being respectively £1,150 and £1,200, 
The annual subscriptions to the Solicitors’ Benevolent, 
assuming each of the 1,494 members to pay one guinea per 
annum, ought to be £1,568 ; but there might be some de- 
duction from that for life members, and within the last 
half year sixty-four new members had been added. On 
the other hand, in the Law Association there appeared to 
beonly 286 members entered as annual subscribers, and 
only eight had been added during the past year. It ap- 
peared, therefore, that the society whose welfare they were 
met to promote was a large and increasing one, whilst the 
other was more limited in its sphere, and not so progres- 
sive; and he could not but think that it would be well for 
both if under some equitable arrangement the two could 
unite their forces, and thus avoid what seemed need- 
less division of power and dissipation of energy 
involved in a double organisation. The noble Chair- 
man having given farther details of the accounts of 
the two societies to support the idea of amalgamation, re- 
ferred to the comparatively small amount expended in re- 
lief during the past eleven months, and said that possibly 
the explanation was that, owing to the inquiries made, 
there had been a large amount of subsidiary private 
assistance rendered; or else it would appear that 
solicitors were so prosperous as rarely to require aid. He 
ventured to think that the facts he had mentioned were 
worthy of consideration, and that if the two societies could 
a together more good might be effected. Still, 
taking the society as it at present stood, he had both per- 
feet confidence in the management and entire sympathy 
with the excellent objects it was intended to promote, and 
had therefore the greatest pleasure in proposing and 
drinking Prosperity to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 


for assistance had been remarkably few during the past 
With regard to the question of amalgamation, no 

more alive than they were to its advantages, 

but it eould only be done by mutual consent. If the 
Other association held out a to them they would 
accept it, but otherwise they must remain as 





Mr. Jonn Youne then proposed in eulogistic terms the 
health of the chairman. 

Lord SE.BoRNE, in acknowledging the same, said he 
did not appreciate the kindness with which he had always: 
been received by the profession of solicitors any the less,, - 
because he was able to say with perfect sincerity that he 
was not conscious of ever having gone out of his way to 
obtain it. He then announced, as the pecuniary results of 
the meeting, that new life subscriptions to the amount of 
£265 12s. had been received, annual subscriptions to the 
amount of £60 18s., and general donations £192 L1s.,. 
making a total immediate addition to the fands of the 
society of £519 7s., £60 and upwards of which would be 
annual. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday last,. 
the subject for the evening’s debate being :—‘‘ That 
members of Parliament accepting offices of profit under 
the Crown should vacate their seats.” The motion was 
carried by a majority of seven. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of Tuesday evening last at the Law 
Institution, the adjourned debate on question ccxxx. 
Jurisprudential :—‘‘ Is it desirable that the Universities 
should confer degrees on women?” was continued. On 
being put to the meeting the question was carried in the 
affirmative by the casting vote of the chairman. The 
question on the paper was not reached in consequence of 
the length of the adjourned debate. 


es 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The usual fortnightly meeting of this society was held 
on Tuesday evening last, Mr. G.B. Lowe in the chair. 
A debate took place on the following point :—“ Articles of 
food are supplied by a victualler to B. by order and at the 
expense of A.; the food is bad and injures B.’s health. 
Can B. sue the victualler?” After the chairman had 
summed up, the votes were taken, and found to be in 
favour of the affirmative. 








OBITUARY. 


MASTER TEMPLER, 


Mr. John Charles Templer, barrister-at-law, one of the 
masters ofthe Court of Exchequer, died at bis residence, Dudley 
Harrow, on the 11th inst., in the sixtieth year of 
his age. He was a younger son of Mr. James Templer, of 
Bridport, Dorset, and was born in 1814. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple, in Trinity Term, 1853, and 
shortly afterwards received the appointment of Master of 
the Court of Exchequer. Mr. Templer took a warm interest 
in the volunteer movement, and for several years held the 
position of _—_ of the Harrow Rifle Voluoteers. He 
married a daughter of the late Sir James Alexander Gordon,. 
G.C.B., for some years Governor of Greenwich Hospital, 
who survives him. 





In the case of Er parte Butcher (noted ante p. 590) an. 
applica tion was made to the Lords Justices on Friday last 
for leave to appeal to the House of Lords. Thesum actually 
in dispute in the present case was only £186, but it was 
stated that there were other payments to the amount of 
£3,000 which de ed upon the decision, and moreover 
the legal point decided was one of great public import- 
ance. Lord Justice James is reported in the Zimes to- 
have said that it would be very hard upon this suitor, 
who had been successful in two ap namely, be- 
fore the Chief Judge and in thie court, to sacrifice his. 
intereats for the benefit of the other creditors or of the 
public. Whether successful or unsuccessful in the House 
of Lords, his costs would more than swallow up his debt. Ty 
it was wished to settle a point of law forthe benefit of the 
public some way must be found to do so, not at the expense 
of a poor suitor. The applicatioa must be refused. 
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CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


“R,” writing to the Times of Wednesday, says—‘‘ The 
commitment reported in the Times of Saturday by the Court 
of Queen’s Bench ofa man named Jacobs, unimportant as 
the occasion was, will, nevertheless, stir again the uneasiness 
which has possessed many persons since, about a year ago, 
they became aware of the law on the subject of contempt of 
court. This man was decided to be guilty of an offence 
which he vigorously denied, and was sentenced to six months’ 
imprisonment by the court sitting in Banco. No evidence 
on oath was given to contradict his denial of guilt. I ask 
leave to say a few words upon the general subject, because I 
believe many feel strongly that the law ought not to be 
allowed to remain in its present state. Whether the parti- 
cular persons who have recently suffered fine and imprison- 
ment were deserving of punishment is wholly beside the 
question. Alarm has been roused not by the use to which 
the law has been hitherto applied, but by the hardly defined 
extent and arbitrary complexion of the law itself. It has 
been laid down in unmistakable language that the Superior 
Courts of Law and Equity have the power of inflicting fines 
to any amount and imprisonment for any length of time, 
without formal indictment and without the intervention of 
a jury, for offences committed at any place within the juris- 
diction, and which are not created by any Act of Parliament, 
or declared by any series of decisions. The court itself 
decides upon the fact, the law, and the sentence. Anything 
said in any part of England which the judges consider to be 
a personal attack upon a judge or an insult offered to him ; 
any statement made to prejudge a trial, even if made by the 
accused party himself; any act which has a tendency to 
obstruct the ordinary course of justice, exposes the offender 
to be tried by the injured or insulted parties themselves, 
never with a jury. These are dangerous powers with a dan- 
gerous latitude of definition. 

‘*Certainly judges ought to be armed with power to pre- 
serve order in their courts. It is indispensable that those 
who, in the precincts of the court, insult the Benck or retard 
legal proceedings should be amenable to summary jurisdic- 
tion. But the extent of the power should be measured by 
the purpose for which it exists. When an army is in the 
face of the enemy, or in a dangerous and hostile district, 
martial law is a necessity; but its rigour is properly 
confined to the district of operations. Where an offence is 
committed in the face of the court, thers is reason for saying 
that in so palpable a case the intervention of a jury may be 
dispensed with. The judge has the evidence of his own 
senses to guide him to a correct conclusion as to what has 
been done ; but where the act charged has not: been com- 
mitted before his eyes, it is necessary for him to hear and 
sift evidence. Suppose that the accused person denies 
baving committed ie offence at all, and produces affidavits 
and witnesses in support of his denial. In that event the 
judge would have to weigh the proof on either side, to dis- 
card the testimony of one and accept that of the other. If 
there is any meaning in words he would then be judge of 
facts as well as of law, and this in acriminal case. It is no 
argument to say that summary and immediate punishment 
is required in all cases to prevent interference with the 
courts of justice. Men are not deterred from crimes by the 
mere rapidity with which their crimes are followed by 
punishment. The delay of afew weeks is not so great a 
matter that it will lull offenders to a forgetfulness of the 
evil that is to follow their delinquencies. 

‘«The chief argument, however, upon which the defenders 
of the present law rely consists of an appeal to the confidence 
of the country in.the uprightness and discretion of the 
judges. I believe there is hardly a man in the land who 
does not share that confidence. But men of common sense 
do not aspire to prophecy. It is not because our judges are 
above suspicion now that we can predict the same happiness 
for all future time. Would it be wise or patriotic to resolve 
that because the Queen is a most Constitutional Sovereign 
we will therefore surrender the right of granting supplies, 
or any of the other bulwarks against the Crown which have 
been erected by our ancestors? If so, the constitution is 
merely a piece of curious construction, and may be 
abandoned at once. Nay, if the judges are now capable of 
doing the duty-of jurors as well as their own, why should 
we have juries at all? The ground of the jurisdiction in 
cases of contempt of court is that the dignity or usefulness 
of the court is interfered with, The judges constitute the 
court, and thus are in some degree judges in their own 








quarrel, If they can be relied upon in deciding facts on 
such issues, there is no reason why they should not dispense 
with the assistance of juries in every other kind of cases, 
where their impartiality is less severely tested. 

“Lhave carefully abstained in this letter from entering 
into the history of the law of contempt of court. For the 
purpose in which J am now interested it is immaterial 
whether these powers are ancient or modern, and equall 
immaterial whether they are used wisely or not. On the 
latter point I do not even offer an opinion. The real question 
is, whether they are safe powers to entrust to a judge sitting 
alone, and whether an Act should not be passed defining in 
a way more satisfactory to the public what shall constitute 
contempt of court, and what shall be the limit of punish- 
ment which may be inflicted.” 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, June 19, 1874. 
¢ per Cent. Consols, 92¢xd Annuities, April, ’85 9% 
Ditto for Account, July 923xd_ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 924 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 925 Ditto, £500, Do par 
Do. 34 perCent.,Jan, 44 | Nitto, £100 & £200, par 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 | Bank of England Stock, 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. "73 Ct. (last half-year) 259 
Annuities, Jan. 80 — Ditte for Account, 








INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, "801079xd, Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,’79 102 
Ditto for Account ,— Ditto bentures, per Cent., 
Ditto 4 per Ceat.,Oct.’881024 April,"64— 

Ditto, ditto,Certificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 1904 
Ditto Rn faced Ppr.,t per Cent.963| Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
{nd, Euf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.°7% | Dittc, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOOK. 












































Railways. \Paid.|Closing Price 
Stock Bristol and Exeter 100 123 
Stock’ Caledonian 100 94 
Stock! Glasgow and South-Western .....0.ccccccccvseeee 100 a 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock  .......ssscecceeee 100 456 
Stock Great Northern ..s.sss.eesessseesees sosssneneceeseres 100 1383 ‘ 
Stock! Do., A Stock™ .......00--scescessecrenseeseereneeves 100 154 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 109 
Stock Great Western—Original....e.0.-.. 120 
Stock’ Lancashire and Yorkshire ......... 14 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coa: 78 
Stock tondon, Chatham, and Dover...... 2 
Stock London and North-Western  ......scseceeseeene! 149; 
Stock London and South Western.......reeseeeee | 112 
St ck| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......0.+. | 100 65 
Stock) Metropolitan .ersscerssessersercerereereeerssonerceses 100 60 
Stock) Do., District | 100 2 
Stock| Midland | 100 128 
Stock | North British | 100 62 
Stock) North Eastern........ pvanovete cobbe o odeducnene cigsésoet | 100 146 
8tock| North London | 100 109 
Stock! North Staffordshire .......-.scssererreeee | 100 64 
Stock) South Devon ..sscccsessessecsseee sevens! 100 65 
Stock| South-Eastern ....00......00 seectestsdee .ccee wet. 500 hile 











* A receives no dividend util 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Mongry MARKET AND Ciry INTELLIGENC?. 


The Bank rate has been lowered to 2} per cent. The pro- 

ortion of reserve to liabilities has risen from 45 per cent. 
ast week to 48 per cent. this week. The railway market 
has, on the whole, been weak, although on Tuesday there 
was some improvement. Even the low Bank rate failed on 
Thursday to check the decline in prices. There was not 
much business done in the foreign market in the early = 
of the week, but on Wednesday prices advanced. The 
announcement of the refusal of the Porte to ratify the con- 
tract for the new law caused a fall in Turkish. Consols on 
Thursday closed 924 to § for delivery, and 92§ to % for 
Jaly. 





A Bill to further amend the law relating to juries in Ire- 
land has been printed. It consists of only two clauses, and 
provides that the provisions of the Juries (Ireland) Act, 
1878, with the exception of sections 3 and 9, shall continue 
in force and operation until January 11, 1876. A Bill 
brought down from the Lords provides for the exception of 
the borough of Wenlock from the category of boroughs 
under the Elementary Education Act, ¥870. The Juries 
Bill bas been reprinted with the amendments made in com~- 
mittee. 
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COURT PAPERS 


SUMMER CIRCUITS. 
Houg. 
Bramwell, B., and Cleasby, B. 


Hertford, July 8; Chelmsford, July 13; Lewes, July 16; 


Maidstone, July.20; Guildford, July 27. 
Civil as well as criminal business will be taken at Chelms- 
ford and Lewes on the commission days. 
Wrartern. 
Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Brett, J. 

Winchester, July 9; Salisbury, July 16; Dorchester, July 
20; Exeter, July 23; Bodmin, July 30 ; Wells, Aug. 4; 
Bristol, Aug. 8. 

Norroik. 


Kelly, C.B, and Keating, J. 

Oakham, July 8; Leicester, July 9: Northampton, July 
13; Aylesbury, July 16; Bedford, July 20; Hunting- 
don, July 23; Cambridge, July 25; Bury St. Edmunds, 
July 29 ; Norwich, Aug. 1. 

: Oxrorp. 
Pigott, B., and Lush, J. 

Reading, July 8; Oxford, July 11; Worcester, July 15; 
Stafford, July 20; Shrewsbury, July 28; Hereford, July 
$1; Monmouth, Aug. 4; Gloucester, Aug. 8. 


NortHErn. 
Archibald, J., and Pollock, B. 


Appleby, July 4; Durham, July 7: Newcastle, July 13; 


Carlisle, July 18; Lancaster, July 23; Manchester, 
Jaly 27; Liverpool, Aug. 8. 
Mipianp. 
Denman, J., and Amphlett, B. 

Warwick, July 6; Derby, July 13; Nottingham, July 17; 

‘Lincoln, July 22 ; York, July 28; Leeds, Aug. 3. 
Norra Watrs- 
Coekburn, C.J. 

Newtown, July 17; Dolgelly, July 20; Carnarvon, July 
23; Beaumaris, July 27; Ruthin, July 30; Mold, Aug. 
1; Chester, Aug. 5. i 

Souta Wats. 
Quain, J. 

Haverfordwest, July 4; Cardigan, July 8; Carmarthen, 
July 11; Cardiff, July 15; Brecon, July 30; Presteign, 
Aug. 3; Chester, Aug. 5. 

Blackburn, J., remains in town. 
LANCASHIRE SUMMER ASSIZES, 1874. 

The commissions for holding these assizes will be 
opened at Lancaster on Thursday, 23rd July, at Man- 
chester on Monday, 27th July, andat Liverpool on Satur- 
day, 8th August. 

Causes for trial at Manchester can be entered provi- 
sionally at the office of the District Prothonotary and 
Deputy Associate, 57, King-street, Manchester, on Tuesday, 
the 2ist July, and daily thereafter until Friday, the 24th 
July, inclusive, during office hours. 

Causes for trial at Liverpool can be entered provisionally 
at the office of the Prothonotary and Associate, 13, Har- 
rington-street, Liverpool, on Monday,the 3rd August, and 
} = bar wage until Thursday, the 6th August, inclusive, 

g Office hours. 

The entry of causes at Manchester and Liverpool re- 
spectively will commence at the Assize Courts, Man- 
chester, and St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, imme- 
diately after the opening of the commissions, and will 
close at nine o’clock on the evening of the commission day. 

The court will sit at Manchester on Tuesday, the 28th 
July, at eleven o’clock in the forenoon, and at iverpool on 
Monday, the 10th August, at the same hour. 

The trial of special jary causes will commence at Man- 
chester on Friday, the 3lst July, at ten o'clock im the 
forenoon, and at Liverpool on Thursday, the 13th August, 
at the same hour, unless the court shall otherwise order. 

A list of causes for trial at Manchester and Liverpool 
respectively each day (except the first) will be exhibited 
in the corridor of the court and in the Library. 

ie By Fa of the Judges, 
’ ‘AGET, Prothonotary and Associate. 

Prothonotary’s Office, Liverpool, 16th June, 1874 





COURT OF CHANCERY, 
CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings, Trinity Term, 1874. 
Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR and Lorps Justices. 
Appeal Motions. 


In re The Oriental Inland Moll v Harvey ex pte plaintiff 
Steam Co. (limd.) ex pte Willesford v Watson original 


Scinde Ry. Co. 


Appeals. 


motion 
1873. 


Viscount Valentia v Denton (restored by order) R.—23 Apri 
1874, 


Robins v Rose B,—18 April 
Vengies v Halliday B.—18 


A 

Salvin v The North Brancepeth 
Coal Co. (limd) R.—20 
April 

Tyson v_ Benson Benson v 
Tyson H.—5 June 


Battison v Hobson 


H.—5 


une 
Bayne v De la Pryme B.—9 


June 
Carnegie v Carnegie 
June 


H.—11 


Before the MAsTER OF THE ROLLs. 
Causes. 


Graham v March dem 
Drummond v Rickards dem 
Hodges v Wieland wm d witns 
before examnr M 
Kellaway, pauper, v Douglas 
m d witns before examnr 


VCw 

Prichard v Collette c VC W 
19 June 

Collette v Prichard c VC W 
19 June 

Collings v Jordan c with witns 

Payne v Wright c 

Darby v Finch c, with witns 


une 

Kinghorn v Williams c 
VCH 

Wardev Adam md VCH 
not before 20 June 

Horrocks v Bernstein c, with 
wits V 

The Gresham Life Assurance 
Society .v Below cc, wit 
witns VCH 9 July 

Palmer v Futvoye c VCH 
not before 16 July 

Jarvis v Mortimer md 

Mortimer v Jarvis c, with 
witns 

Hickson v Hewitt 


wits 

Roebuck v Chadwick c, with 
wits 

Spoor v Spencer c, with wits 

Ward v Lawson c¢ 

Toone v Sarson c with wits 
(revived) 

Cheers v Owen c with wits 
22 June 

Macbraire v Mather m d 
cross-examn in court by 
order 14 July 

Commissioners of 
(London) v Glasse 
June 

Hankey v Durham c, with 
witns 30 June 

Collette v Prichard 
witns 19 June 

Buckley v North of England 
Co-operative Wholesale 
+ se md pt hd June 


Cooper v Lloyd c 


c, with 


Sewers 
ce 23 


c, with 


Mumford v Stohwasser md 

Platt v Carlton ¢ 

Clifford v Maberly c 

Stevens v Booth ¢ 

Smith v Hopper spc 

Latham v Mullington m d 
(wits before exmr) 

Templeton v Cotton c 

Gregory v Edwards md 

Edwards v Gregory md 

In re Kimble’s Estate, Kim- 
ball v Jones fe 

Slater v Slater spc 

Taylor v Taylor md 

West v West m d (short) 

Chavasse v Stevens md 

Tufnell v Borrell fe 

Blackmur v Blackmur m d 
(short) 

Fowkes v Pascoe m d (wits 
before exmr) 

Ratcliff v Service fe 

Moore v Moore nr d (short) 

Baynton v Wain md 

Reece v Griffiths fc 

Howell v Thomas fe 

Seaborn v Firth md 

Nugent v Moseley fe 

Smith y James fe 

Read v Gowland fc 

Young v Bertioli md (short) 

Earle v Groom fe 

Nicholson v Besley f c and 


petn 
De la Force v Parkinson md 
Poot 
Bellairs v Bellairs fc 
Whitworth v Whitworth fc 
May v May fe 
Bolland v Houghton m d 
(short) 
Low v Turner md 
Cramp v Woodcock fc (short) 
Rhodes v Rhodes «fe 
Blake v Blake md and peta 
Morrice v Aylmer md 
Gully v Wood fe 
King v Lovell m d, cross 
examination in Court by 
order, 19 June 
Daborn v Daborn m d (short) 
Johnes v Mayhew md 
Melrose v Mounsey fe 
Harlow v Gibbon wm d (short 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Ricu#arp Manus. 
Causes, 


Topken v Parrott spc pt hd 

Price v Slater _m_d pro con- 
fesso pt hd 13 July 

Hurst v Hurst exons for in- 
sufficy (S. 0.) 

Emson v Saffron Walden Ry. 

on edu es 
ilson v Thornbury m 
to be fixed) 4 


Street v Bonsor c, wits (day 
to be fixed) 

Bradshaw v Congteve m d 
22 June 


Stewart v Lupton ¢, with 
witns (day to be fixed) 
White v Witt f c & swmns to 


8. O. 
P rine «Dew? md 
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Ex pte. E. Brain & Ors. petn 
of right 

Maddin v Driscoll m d 

Lucas v Siggers m d and 
exmn of ‘I’. Berry by order 

Rodgers & Sons (limd.) v 
Rodgers md 


Attorney-General v English 
md 


Mayv May fc and petn 

May v Robertson c 

Harris v Mozley md 14 July 
Mozley v Harris c 14 July 
Kilton v Curteis c (short) 


Taylor v Poncia fe eA an Morgans v Evans md 
National Society v School Swete v Tindal md VCH 
Board for London md Swet»vCvokson ind VCH 
Causes 
Set down since commencement of Hilary Term (exclusive of 
Transfers). 
Michael v Price m d Harper v Waterhouse fe 


Kirk v Kirk md 

Davies v Davies .m d 

Williams v Williams c, with 
witns 

West India and Panama Tele- 

h Co.v India Rubber &c. 

£1 elegraph Co. c¢ 

Panama azd South Pacific 
Telegraph Co. v Same c 

Roach v ‘lrood md 

Thomas v Jones md 

Brooks v Sidebottom md 

Leper v Cupit 3c fc 22 June 

Twiss v Carter md 

Anderson v Barker c 

Mullis v Strange c 

Taylor v Cole md (sp exmnr 


appted) 

Stacey v Stacey md 

Braham v Everitt c 

Jacomb v Chart md 

Lightfoot v Bell md 

Anglo-German Mining, &c., 
Co. v McClintock c 

Cassel Colliery Co (Limited) 
v Anglo- German Mining, &c., 
Co cand dem 

Russel v Kent md 

Reynett v Freake m d 

Barker v Litler c 

Litler v Whitehead 
2 sums to vary 

Briggs v Silvester cause set 
down at request of defts 
Bullock and others 


fe and 


Marshall v Marshall fc 

Lewin v Rowland fe 

Noble v Noble fc and sums to 
vary 

Farrar v Green md 

Pattenson v Detimar 

Harnett v Baker md 

Harrison v Nottingham Manu- 
facturing Co. (Limited) c¢ 

Thomson v Western md 

a v Astorg spc 

Wellington v Taddy c 

Gribble v Tucker md and 
cause pro confesso 

Benecke v Ball md 

Reuss v Barraclough m d 
witns before exmnr 

Pearson v Helliwell fc 

Dickinson v Dickinson f c & 


md 


petn 

Philp v_ Botterell c, with 
witns 

Power v Watts md 

Gibson v Hardy md 

Wickham v Heath md 

Lazarus v Schwersensky m d 
witns before exmnr 

Baume v Williams md 

Thorp v Brooks md 

Russell v Garland fc 

Court v Balchin fc 

Suthers v Jubb fe 

Baden v Basse‘t md 

Wilson v Mexfield c, with wits 


Causes 
Set down since commencement of Trinity Term. 


Clark v Lamb fc 
Hill v Clark fe 
Gardiner v Butcher f c (short) 
Simpson v Simpson fc 
McKewan v Sanderson md 
Osborn v Osborn md 
Evans v Evans md 
Hand v Hand fc (short) 
Dunn v Ollard m 
Newton v Newton fe 
Gowan v Broughton fe and 
sums to vary 

Oakley v Ker fe 
Evans v Hopkins c 
Rosher v Williams 
Gilman v Wells fc 
Garlick v Leslie fc 
Gray v Baker c 

v Brunt fe 
Purcell v Cooper md 
King v Kitchener fc 


md 


Cotton v Weil md 

Pearson v Dangerfield md 

London and Provincial Bank 
(limd.) v Jackson md 

Beaumont v Emery md 

Martin v Gray md 

Patching v Bull md 

Christie v Smith c (short) 

Campion v Geare fc 

Fearon v Atkinson fc 

Edwards v Griffiths c, with 
wits 

Gregory v Baxter md 

Wood v Wood c 

furner vy Moy md 

Sayers v Corrie md 

Hodgkinson v Crowe md 

Rogers v Ange c 

Quinton v Mayor, &c., of 
Bristol md 

Thomas v Jones c 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 
Causes. 


Yardley v Holland nd VC M 
PA vy d pt hd 
em 7 m d pt 

VOM r 


Cashin v London and Brighton 
Cheap Coal Co. dem 

Wilson v The Furness Ry. 
Co. md 7 Jul 

Healey v Nata § of Batley 

Be .. d ii M (sp — appd) 
reg v Sagar c, with witns 
VCw ‘ 

Parnell v Stevens md VC W 
witns before exmnr 


Attorney-General v The Fur- 
ness Ry. Co, md 7 July 





Williams v Evans c, with 
witns 8 July 

Attorney - General v Metro- 
politan Board of Works ec, 
with witns 14 July 

Bennett v Houldsworth oc, 
with wits 30 June 

Aydon v Reed m d (not be- 
fore 30 June 

Hyde v Bluck m d and sumns 
witns before exmar 

Parker vy McKenna c VC M 

23 June) 

Wier v Gisborne md, witns 
beforeexamnar V C M 

Potton v Marriott md VC M 





Collins v Slade c with witns 
VCM 

Solomon v Minter c with witns 
VCM 

Mellor v Moorehouse ce, with 
witas VOM 1 July 

Richard: v Kitchen m d 
VCM 

Job v Potton c, with witns 
VCM 

Fisher v Blenkarn md 

Lomas v Smirthwaite md 

Martyn v Lean md 

Stanton v Baring ¢, 
witns 10 July 

Maidlow v Green md 

Grierson v The Cheshire Lines 
Committee md 

House v House md 

Quekett v Score md (not be- 
fore 1 July) 

Larratt v Mills m d 

Mitchell v Condy md 

Hyde v Large md 

Harding v Nicholson m d 

Allardice v Jaques m d 


with 


Emanuel v Padwick c, with 
wits 

Wilson v Tucker fo and sums 
to vary 

Twitchin v Ellis md 

Baring v Stanton m d 
(10 July) 

Leadley v Sykes c 

Mackinlay v Gladstone c 

Yetts v Yetts md 

Jonassohn v Shaw md 

Carter v Seymour md 

Underwood v Underwood md 

Rhys v The Dare Valley Ry. 
C d 


o m 
Haldane v Eckford f c 
Nicholson v Carline f ¢ and 


peta 
Coote v Lowndes fc 
In re Homer, and Jessop ¥ 
Homer fc and sums to 
vary iy 
Benson v Moore m d (short) 
Simoneau v Gibbs m d (short) 
Aston v Wood fc 
Vertue v Miller fe 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CHARLES HALL. 
Causes set down previous to Transfer. 


Hodges v Patrick 
wits (29 June) 
Viant v Hart m d (not before 

10 July) 
Boynton v Boynton md 
witns before examur 
Kitching v Jones md 
Evans v Burns c (23 June) 


c, with 


Watkins v Bousquet m d 
(Suppl. Bill) witns before 
wits Pontypool, C. 

Dowling v Pontypool, Caer- 
leon and Newport Ry. Co, 
in d wits before examiner 

Hooper v Smart md 


Remaining Causes 
Transferred from the Book of the Vice-Chancellor Sir R. 
Matins, by Order, dated 21st April, 1874. 


Sidney v Sidney m d (22 
June) 

Dance v Goldingham md pt 
hd 


South of England Oyster Co 
(limd) v Hayling Rys Co 
md 


Buckingham v Glubb md 

Jarvis v Neal md 

Fenton v Fenton md 

Walker v Walker c 

Highley v Morgan c 

Lousley v Eele md 

Peers v Wright md 

Stubbs v Jennings md 

Attorney-Gen v Wrench md 

City of London Real Pro- 
perty Cov Wrench md 

Gray v Lucas md 


Peverett v Crick md 

Peak v Paull c, with witns 
Agar v Wood m d 

Roberts v Buee oo, with witns 


Thornton v Ellis c, with 
witns 
Gisborne v Gisborne md 


Jones v Jones md 

Burgess v Booth md 
Smythies v James c, with wits 
Monday v Edds o pro con- 


fesso 
Bickersteth v_ Bickersteth 
m 
Christie v Christie md 
Mole v Whitchurch c, with wits 


Wood v Souch c (set dowa 
at request of Deft) 


End of Transfer, 
Causes set down since the Transfer. 


The British Mutual Invest- 
ment Co. (limd) v Smart 
dem 


Rush v Skirrow dem of Wal- 
ker Skirrow and Ors. 

Rush v Skirrow dem of J. P. 
Judd and Ors, 

Hall v Hirst md 

Smith v Great Northern Ry 
Co spe 

Westhead v Westhead fc 
and petn pthd (S. 0.) 

Watson.v Row fc (set down 


y order) 
Norris v Norris md 
Still v Hall c 
H. White v White md 
Casement v Saffery fc(S. 0.) 
Hales v Miles md 
Martin v Martin fc and sums 


to vary pt. hd. .(S. i) 
ing v . The us 
Enamelled Slate Co. (Limd) 


md 

Ridsdale v Taylor fc 
Lamplugh v Cawood fc 
M v Shrewsbury m d 
Green v Eldred m d 
Manners v Bridges ‘m d 
Gardner v Jonee md 


Ansbacher v Wastlich m d § 

Macfarlan v Rolt c¢ 

Burne v Paterson md 

Glenie v Peedle md 

Bailey v Piper fc 

Donisthorpe v Dunisthorpe ¢. 

Aston v Aston md 

Ashlin v Lee o, with wits 

O'Halloran v Goodwin f ¢ 
(short 

Hall v Hall md 

Aspden v Aspden fc 

McCabe v Galsworthy fc 

Darley v Entwisle fc 

Milward v Postlethwaite md. 


Shepherd v Mossop fc 
Curtis v Perry fc 
Hodges v Patrick m d, 2> 


June 
Bell v Maclaine c, with wits . 


Parkin v Parkin fc 
Stelfox v Stelfox f cand sums- 


v Boydell fc 


os a eat tet st ee 
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Vallance v Thompson md 

Harris v Anderson c (short) 

Williams v Williams md 

Markall v Smith md 

Budgett v Newton md 

Minton v Harriman md 

Morris v Lamb fe 

In re Clark’s Estate, Titterton 
v Clark, Glazebrook v Clark 


Badcock v Mudge m d (short 

Hope v New Russia Co. {lind 
cause set down at request of 
deft, J. Hughes 

Lanning v Stokes md 

Rush v Curteis sp c 

Baker v Smee md 

Crosse v Blewit fc 

Sanderson v Gilbert fc 

Duckworth v Holmes fc 


fc 
Hobbs v Reid md Davies v Jones m d (short) 





BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Kesnei.—On June 12, at Wandsworth, the wife of T. E. Keb- 
bel, Esq., of the Inner Temple, of a daughter. 
TrueritT—On June 12, at 18, Weighton-road, Anerley, the 
wife of Francis Truefitt, solicitor, of a son. 


DEATHS, 
Gotpsmip—On June 16, at Newlands Grange, Edgware, 
Augustus Goldsmid, Esq., of the Inner Temple, barrister. 
Powett—On June 10, at 23, Down-street, Piccadilly, E. 
Wynne Powell, Esq., of the Inner Temple, aged 39. 
Roserts—On Muy 28, at Putney, Meredith Roberts, B.A., bar- 
rister-at-liw, aged 27. 
TemrpLeR—On June Ll, at Dudley Lodge, Harrow, John 
Charles Templer, Esq., one of the Masters of her Majesty's 
Court of Exchequer, aged 59. ‘ 
Yorke—On June 14, at 64, Acacia-road. Jeannette Marie, the 
wife of C. F. Yorke, solicitor, aged 30. 





LONDON 





GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TuEspay, June 16, 1874. 

Gur-ey, Charles, John Lethbridge Cowlard, and Christopher Leth- 
brutge Cowiard, attorneys and sylicitors, Launcestcn, Corawall. Dec 
45 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companier. 
Tvesvar, June 9, 1874. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Central Q ecenslaad Meat Preserving Company, Limited.—The M.R. 
has, by an order, dated May 7, appointed Mr. Samuel Lowell Price, 
Gresham at, to be official liquidator. 

Co-operative Supply Association, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented June 3, directed to be heard before the M.R., on June 20. 
Moley and Shirreff, Mark lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Season 'icket Bank, imited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated 
May 2¥, ‘t was ordered that the above bank be wound up. Har- 
court and Macarthur, Moorgate st, solicitors for the petitioners, 

Wetherby Gas Light Company.—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to John Routh, Royal Insnrance buildings, 
Leeds, Monday, July 20, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adiudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Farpar, June 12, 1874. 
UnNuimitep 1» CHANCERY. 

National Shipping Assarance Association.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated June 5, it was ordered that the above association be 
wound up. James and Co, Ely place, solicitors for the petitioners. 

South Lady Bertha Copper Mining Company.—V.C. Bacon will, on 
Monday, June 22, at 12, at his chambers, New square, Lincoin’s inn, 
proceed to make a Call on the several persons who are settled on the 
list of comtributories, and the said judge proposes that such call shall 
be for three pounds ten shillings per share. 

Teme Valiey Railway Act.—The M.R, has fixed Monday, June 22, at 
12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

” Limtrep in Caancary 

Midland Counties Hide, Skin, and Fat Market Company, Limited,— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jane 5, directed to be heard 
before V.C, Hall, on June 20. Greenfield, Lancaster place, Strand, 
agent for Belk, Nottingham, solicitor fur the petitiuners. 


Stawmarixs of CoRNWwALL. 


Perran Consols Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Jane 9, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden 
the Stannaries, at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Wed- 
nesday, June 24,at3 Affidavits intended to be used at the hear- 
ing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s 
Office, Truro, on or before June 20, and notice thereof must at the 
same time be given to the east their solicitor, or his agents. 
Paul, Truro, solicitor for the petitioners, Childs and Batten, Fleet st, 


agents. 
Toxrspav, June 16, 1874. 
Untimirep 1n CHancesy, 

Henry-in-Arien Railway Company.—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 10, to send their names and addresses, und the par- 
ticulars of their debts and claims, to Joseph Wagstaff Blandell, 
Gresham st. Friday, July 17, a¢ 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claiins. 





| Workers in Copper Burial Society, Bell Tavern, Houndsditeh. 


Llewelyn Benefit Society, Lampeter, Cardigan. 





T.mrrep 1n CHancery. 

Blaen Caelan Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated 
June 6, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. Bal- 
den, Southampton buildin:s, agent for Jones, Aberystwith, solicitor 
for the petitioners. 

British Slate Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, 
dated June 5, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
— company be continued. Miller and Miller, solicitors to the peti- 

joner. 

Colonial and Foreign Meat Supply Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, 
by an order dated May 9, appointed Ebenezer William Monington, 

oorgate st chambers, Moorgate st, to be official liquidator. 

Trident Marine Insurance Company, Limited.—Petition that the wind- 
ing up may be continned, presented June 13, directed to be heard 
before V.C, Hull, on Friday, June 26. Arglesand Rawlings, Grace- 
charch st, solicitors for the petitioners. 


. 
County Patatine or LANcasrer. 

Parent Elastic Web Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 11, to send their names and ad tresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts and claims, to William Griffiths, Kennedy st, Man- 
chester, Thursday, July 16, at Ll, is appoited for hearing and 
adjudicating npon the debts and claims. 

Great South Chiverton Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, 
presen’ed June 10, direc'ed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at 
the Law Institution, Chancery lane,on Wednesday, Jane 24, at 2.30. 
Affidavits intented to be u-ed at the hearing in opposition t> the peti- 
tion mnot be fiied at the Registrar’s Orice. Truro, on or before June’ 
20, and notice thereof must at the same time he given to the petition- 
ers, their solicitors, or thsr agents. Hoige and Co, Truro, solici« 
tors for the petitioners. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents. 

Perran Consols ‘tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition tor winding 
up, presented June ¥, directed to oe heard befora the Vice Warden, 
at the Law Institution, Cnancery lane, on Wetnesiay, Jane 24, 
at 3. Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to 
the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or be- 
fore June 20, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to 
the petitioners, their solicitors, or their agents. Hodge and Co, 
Truro, solicitors fur the petitioners. Gregory and Co, Bediwrd row, 
agents, 


| West Great Work Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 


sente i June 10, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden at the 
Law Institution, Chuncery Lane, on Wednesday, June 24, at 3.30. 
Affidivits intended to he used at the hearing, in opposition to the 
peti ion, must be filed at the Registrar ’s Ofice, ‘Truro, on or before 
June 20, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 
petitioners, their +oliciturs, or their agents. Hodge aud Vo, Truare, 
sulicitors tur ths petitioners. Gregory and Co, Bedturd row, agsuts. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuespay, June 9, 1874. 
May 26 
Togspar, June 16, 1874. 
June 10 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Toespax, June 9, 1874. 
Argall, William Henry, Towan Cross, Cornwall, Innkeeper. 
Argall v Argall, M.K. Paull, Truro 
Barnes, David, ken, Saffolk, Farmer. 
Hall. Southwell, Saxmundham 
Curtis, George, jun, Baker st, Marylebone, Merchant’s Clerk. June 81. 
Worthington v Curtis, V.C. Bacon. Veley, Chelmstord 
Halton, Re¢ Lancelot Mi es. Snarnford, Leicester. July 9. Everett v 
Halton, M.R. Whiston, Derby 
Hazel, William, Basil's Pond rd, Gent. 
Prentice, Whitechapel rd 
Hensby, John, Waterloo rd, Southwark, Baker. July 7. 
Hensby, V.C. Hall. Preist, Buckingham st, Strand 
Holloway, Horatio Francia King :to-d, Marca wood Lolgs, Hants, Esq. 
July 1. Breton v Hollow+y, V.C. Hall, Roscoe, Liacoln’s-inn-fields 
Seward, Henry, Surbiton, Surrey, Gent, June 78. Field v Seward, 
V.C. Bacon. Keene, Lower Thames st 
Farpay, June 12, 1874. 

Colton, Michael, South Scarle Hall, Notts, Esq. July 11. 
Colton, M.R. Newbald and Fanikner, Newark-upon-[rent 
Gill, James, Queen’s crescent, Haverstock Hill,Gent. July 4. 

v Gill, V.C. Hall. Comins, Great Portlans st 
Seward, Henry, Surbiton, surrey, Gent. June 28. Fisid v Seward, 
V.C. Bacon, Krene, Lower Thames st 
Wisedill, George Valentine, Upper st, Islington, Jeweller. July 15. 
Wisedill v Wilkinson, V.C. Hall. Upton and Co, Austin triars 
Creditors ander 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Torspay, June g, 1874. 
Bodenham, Thomas, Shrewsbary, Salop, July |. 
Bradbrook, Charles, Earley, near Reading, Berks, Geut. 
es, New inn, Strand 
Canner, Samuel, Oadby, Leicester, Gent. Aug 18. Tuller and Sons, 
Lei 


cester 

Cater, William Bowcott, Kidderminister, Worcester, Engiaecr. July 
20. Prior, Kidderminster 

Chick, Thomas, Stratton, Somerset, Horse Dealer. July 10. Collins, 


inster 
Clewes, Jesee, Hanley, Stafford, Stonemason. July 4. Challinor, 


July 9- 
July 2. Burgess v Barnes, V.C. 


July 6. Hazel v Pheobald, M R. 


Hensby v 


Colton ¥ 


Biker 


Sprott, Shrewsbury 
July 7. 


Han 
Coeking: John, High Toynton, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept |. Clitherow, 
Horncastle 
oes George, Tring, Hertford, Overseer. July 11. Newvon, Leighton 
uzzird 
Coles, Walter, Bridgwater, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. July 10. 


Lovibond and Son, Bridgewater 
Collins, Benjamin Beedle, Ironmonger, Shoreditch. 
Fereday, Goswell rd 


Jaly 31. Jvha 
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Davies, Jane, High st, Homerton. July 21. Cheston and Sons, Great 
Winchester st buildings 

Dyke, Henry, Monmouth, Brick and Tile Manufacturer, July 16. 
Clarke, Chapel st, Bedford row 

Ferrior, John Best, Cardiff, Gent. July 6. Mathias and Co, Haverford- 
west 

Godirey, El'zabeth Williamson, Oxford. Aug6, Walsh, Oxford 

Hamley, William, High Holborn, Toy Merchant. July 20. Holt, John 
st, King’s rd 

Jones, William, Dunge, Salop, Farmer. Ang4. Potts, Broseley 

Langham, Herbert, Cottesbrooke Park, Northampto1, Esq. Jaly 31. 
‘Tatham and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Mendelson, Henry, Manchester, Silversmith. July 9. Hankinson, 


Maochester 

Miller, William, Speen, Berks, Nurseryman. Jaly 1. Tanner, Speen- 
hamland, Newoury ‘ i 

Minty, Edward James, Bristol, Hautier. Jane 30. Minty, Bristol 

Oatey, William, Wadebridge, Cornwall, Gent, July 21. Commins and 
son, Bodmin 

Schlusser, Lancaster rd, Lower Norwood, July 20. Tamplin and 
Co, Fenchureh st 

S-ott, Elizabeth, Seaham Harbour, Durham. July 10. E! lis 
Sunderland 


Sims, Thomas, Portslade, Sussex, Gent. July 7. Soames, New inn,” 


Strand 

Strange, Rev William Alder, Bishop Middleham, Durham. Aug 14, 
é¢aruett, Abingdon 

a 5m William, Margace, Kent, Auctioneer. July 6. Reeve, 

argate 

Thompson, William, Wavertree, near Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. 
June 30. Gardner and Smith, Liverpool 

Tickler, Robert, Wainfleet All St, Lincoln, Gent. Jane 22. Bassitt, 
Wainfleet 

Tulby, Ann, Whitburn, Durham. July 10, Ellis, Sunderland 

Turner, Thomas, York Town, Surrey, Yeoman. July 7. Soames, New 
inn, Strand 

Wa'ker, Ann, Seaham Harbour, Durham. July 10. Ellis, Sunderland 

Warren, Harrieite, Essex st, Strand. Aug 1. Tilley and Liggins, 
Finsbury place, South 

Whelan, John Walter, Norwich, Bank Manager. July 3. Emerson 
and Sparrow, Norwich 

Whiteley, George, Dyson Field, Halifax, York, Cotton Spinner. July 
31, Kippondea, Holt 

Wise, Thomas, Strand-on-the-Green, Chiswick, Boat Proprietor. July 
20, Sutcliffe, jur, Cornhill 


Fray, June 12, 1874. 


Archer, William Francis, New rd, Commercial rd, East, Builder. 
July 21. Sentt, College hill, Cannon st 

Bedale, Elizabeth Collyhurst, near Manchester. Jaly 10, Earle and Co, 
Manchester 

Bennett, Joho, Willaston Hall, near Natwich, Chester, Esq. July 31. 
Hadfield, jun, Manchester 

Blake, Thomas, Mornington rd, Regent’s park, Esq. August 5. Gray, 
Edgware rd 

Gamble, Samuel Gaunt, Pudsey, York, Gent. July 31, Gamble, 
Pudsey, near Leeds 

Gerlopulo, Costantino, Pembridge gardens, Bayswater, Esq. July 31. 
Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Glossop, Rev Charles, Wolverton, Somerset. Sept29. Young and Co, 
8t Mildred’s court, Poultry 

Greenaway, George. Aliwal North, Oape of Good Hope, Gent. July 18. 
Budham, Salters Hall court, Cannon st 

Hughes, Richard, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. July 10. Gee, Liverp ool 

Langham, Herbert, Cattesbrooke park, Northampton, Esq. July 31. 
Tatham and Co, Lincoln’s iun fields 

Lea. John Wheeley, Worcester. July 31, Southall, Worcester 

Lowry, John, Hartlepool, Durham, Draper. July 10, Todd, Hartlepool 

Notes, George, St Albans, Herts, Gent. July 34. Hooper, Warwick 
st, Regent st 

Newman, Edmund Lambert, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gent. July 10. 
Wood and Co, Kaymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Perry, William, Berners st, Gent. July 25. Baily and Co, Berners st 

Pugh, Edmund, Clapham rd, Esq. July 24. Scott, College hill, 
Cannon st 

Roberts, Rev William, Blaina, Monmouth, Baptist Minister. July 1. 
Liews!lin, Newport 

Rowe, John, Lye Head, Worcester. Aug7, Stone and Co, Bath 

Taylor, Samael, Greystoke place, Fetter lane, Printer. July 20. Hop- 
good, Whitehall place 

Tickle, James, Preston, Lancashire, Beerhouse Keeper. Jaly 9. 
Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Tilley, Joseph, Mile Eadrd, Pawnbroker. July 31. Hum phreys, 
East India chambers, Leadenhall st 

Tongne. John William, St John st, Packing Case Manufacturer. July 
21. Scott, College hill 

Twizell, John, Ty h, Northumberland, Gent. July 14. Lietch 
and Vodd, North Shields 

Williams, Rev George, Greenway, near Cheltenham. Ang 15, Kearsey 
aud Parsons, Stroud 

Winoush, Edward John, Bi shopsgate st Within, Wine and Spirit 
Merchant. July 10. Harris, Bishopsgate churchyard 

' Tomepar, June 16, 1874, 
Baker, Charles, Longton, Stafford, Innkeeper, Aug 10. Glarke and 


wiey, 


ngton 
— John, Ipswich, Suffolk. July 30. Oobbold and Yarington, 


ps 

Charlesworth, Rev Josep William, Heacham, Norfolk, July 31. 
J. L. Aukland, Approach rd, Victoria Park 

Christopher, Richard, Ince, in Makerfield, Lancashire Gent. July 10, 


Mayhew and Adcock, Wigan 
Wright, 


— Thumas, Oldbury, Worcester, Butcher, July 14, 

ry 

Cunningham, Francis, Ashton-under- Lancashire, Innkeeper. 
July 51. Clayton, Sina," megs 

Dixon, George, Mount st, Grosvenor square, General. Jaly 11. Valpy, 
and Chaplin, Lincoln’s inn fields 








Glenny, George, Colby rd, Gipsy hill, Norwo od, Landscape Gardener, 
July 31, Cross, Bell yard, Doctor’s commons 

Grant, Alexander Deacon, Medoolsema, Ceylon. Aug 20. Davies, 
Abchurch House. Sherborne lane 

Hall, Elizabeth, Leamington, Warwick, July 20. Fianey and Son, 
Furnival’s-ian 

Harries, George, Shrewsbury, Salop, Gent. Sept 8. Harries, {St John's 
hill, Shrewsbury 

Higham, Daniel, Hyde Vale, Blackheath, Gent. Aug 1. Higham, 
Blackheath terrace, Blackheath 

Hobson, Jonas, Meltham, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Aug l. Kidd, 
Holmfirth 

Jackson, William, Shrewsbury lane, Plumstead, Esq. July 31. Paine 
and Layton, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Lejeune, Elizabeth, Froyle, Hants. July 16. Parkers, Bedford row 

Loe, Thomas, Upper Bodington, Northampton, Farmer. Aug 1. 
Pellatt, Banbary 

Martin, John, Portsmouth, Esq., M.D. Aug 1. Hellard and Son, 
Portsmouth “ 

May, John, Mistley, Essex, Gent. July 1!. Turney and Co, Colchester 

Moore, Thomas, Norris. Pa'l Mall place, St James’ square, Retired 
Cupmenter inthe R.N. July 10. Hamilton, Great James st, Bod-. 
ford row 

Nahrgang, Heinrich Joseph, South Andley st, Grosvenor square, 
Confecticner. July 16. Christmas, Walbrook 

Newman, Thomas, Basingstoke, Hants, Gent. Aug!. Brittan and 
Sons, Bristol 

Over], Thomas, Frederick st, Hampstead rd, Copyist. Jaly 28. Devon- 
shire, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Park, David Birsa, Camden rd, Ship Owner. July 10. 
Chaplin, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Perks, Philip, Evesham, Worcester, Toll Lessee. Augi. Eades and 
Son, Evesham 

Powers, Charles, Bigg!eswade, Bedford, Merchant. Oct 1. Hooper ani 
Raynes, Biggleswade. 

Rawlinson, John, West Wycombe, Buckingham, Farmer. Sept 5. Parker 
and Son, High W: 

Runciman, James, Lawrence Pountney Jane, Merchant. Aug!. Low- 
less & Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Rymer, Edmund, Lachine, Canada. Sep30. Trant and Co, Golden sq 

Salvidge, George, Bedminster, Somersetshire, Lime Burner. July 16, 
Campbell and Salmon, Bristol 

Shackleton, James, Burnley, Lancashire, Coal Dea'er. Juty 14, 
Nowell, Burnley 

Tully, Ann, Whitburn, Durham. July 10. Ellis, Sanderlard 

Turner, Thomas, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Ironmonger. Ju'y 13. 
Brown, Tewkesbury 

Waddington, Mary Ann, Wigan, Lancashire. July 31. 
Wigan 

Wilson, George, Chatham, York, Piatelayer. July 15, Addenh»oke, 
Middlesborough 

Withey. Carey, Littleton, Somerset, Yeoman, June 30. Body, Red- 
hill, Wrington 

Wynne, Thomas William, Devonshire place, Upper Kennington lane, 

. July 20. Woollacott and Leonard, Gracechurch st 


Bankrupts. 
Farpay, June 12, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts tothe Registrar 
To Surrender in London, 


Davey, George (formerly known as George Davey Cattell), Victoria st, 
Westminster, Geat. Pet June 9. Spring-Rice. June 25 at 12 
Hunt, Stephen, Great St. Helen’s, Pet June 8. Brougham. Jane 26 


Valpy and 


Rowhbottom, 


at ll 
Inman, William Blamire, Camberwell New rd, Gent. Pet June 9. 
Hazlitt. June 24 at 1! 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Gleave, James, Knutsford, Chester, Farmer. Pet. June 10. Kay, 
Manchester. July 2 at 9.30 

Pugh, John Langford, Welchpool, Montg>mery, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet June 5. Talbot, Newtown. June 25at 12.30 

Rhodes, Arthur, Bishops Stortford, Hertford, Esq. Pet June 6, Spence, 
Hertford. June 25 at 11.30 

Smith, Edwin, Birchfield, Stafford, Cattle Dealer. Pet Jane 10. 
Chauntler, Birmingham. June 25 at 11 

Ta Donald, Lydiate, Lancaster, Mining Captain. Yet June 8. 

‘ateon, Liverpool. June 25 at 2 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Faipay, June 12, 1874. 
Dunn, William, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Batcher. Jane 1. 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fatpar, June 12, 1874. 


Affleck, James, and Robert Nixon, of Middlesborough, York, Auc- 
tioneers. June 25 at 3at 36, st, Middlesborough, Dobson 
Bagley, George, Leeds, Grocer, June 24 at 2 at offices of Carr, 
Ber oie Christcharch rd, Hi tead, Photographic Artist 

ger, Henry, ar d, Hampstead, ic at. 
June 25 at 2 at offices of Walters and Gush, a | circus 
Best, Joseph, Boreham, Wilts, Baker. June 25 at 12 as offices of 
Chapman and Ponting, Warminster 
Bingham, William Henry Knight, Norwich, out of business. Juae 26 
at 11 at offices of » Guildhall chambers, Norwich 
Bladon, Walter, Redditch, Worcester, Relieving Officer. June 20 at Il 
at Offices of Simmons, Evesham st, ditch 
Blake, Joseph, Barlborough, Derby, Piumber. June 26 at 4 at offices of 
Gee, Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield 
» » Colchester, Essex, Innkeeper, Juno 24 at 4 at offices 
of Jones, Butt rd, Colchester 
Bond, Thomas Wiliam, Holt, Norfolk, Grocer. June 25 at 12.at offices 
of Culley, L » Norwich. nsom 
Bott, Charles Robert, Sparkbrook, Warwick, Accountant, June 20 at 
11 at the Grand Turk Inn, Ludgate hill, Birmingham 
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ee 
bank, George, Bradford, York, Preserved Meat Merchant. June 
95at 3 at No. 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford. Atkinson 
, George, Oriel rd, Homerton, no occupation. June 25 at 2 at 
Bees of Mackreth, Moorgate st 
Brownbill, William, Melting, nsar Liverpool, Farmer. June 26 at 3 at 
offices vf Ponton, Vernon st, Liverpool 
Challenger, Henry Hartley, Lower Easton, Gloucester. Mason. June 20 
at 11 at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Chambers, Jobn, Nechell’s green, near Birmingham, Oi) and Lamp 
Dealer. June 23 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Cheffinys, George, Handley, Stafford, Clerk. June 23 at 3.30 at offices 
of Turner, Albion st, Handley 
Clarke, Joho, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. Jane 23 at 12 at offices of 
Miller end Co, Bank chambers, Norwich 
Coles, Helen, Melcombe Dorset. June 26 at 2 at offices of 
Hanne, Upper Bond st, Melcombe Regis 
Collins, Thomas Wedge, Birmingham, Jeweller. June 22 at 4 at offices 
of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Davies, David, Lampeter, Cardigan, Innkeeper. June 24 at 2 at offices 
of Lioyd, High st, Lampeter 
Davies, Thomas William, Morriston, Glamorgan, Clockmaker. Juno 
92 at 11 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
Dawkins, Edward, or St Marylebone, Oil aad Colour Man. July 
1 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Deans’ court, Doctors’ commons. 
Watson, Guildhall yard 
Deporiu, John Baptist James (not Deporter), Union court, Old Borad st. 
Merchant. June 23 at 11 at 4, Union court, Old Broad st, 
Marsden, Walbrook 
Drewitt, Henry Bonsey, Guildford, Surrey, Grocer. June 26 at 3 at 
139, High st, Guildtord. Smallpeice aud Co 
Elvine, Joha, Birmingham, Dealer in Horses. June 24 at 4 at officas 
of Parry, Bennett’shill, Birmingham 
Ely, Frederick, Southampton, Fly Proprietor. June 18 at 11 at offices 
ot Guy, Albion terrace, Southampton 
Ephraim, Simon, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Pawnbroker. June 26 at It 
atoffices of Johnston, Pilgrim et, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Fentem, William, West Gorton, near Manchester, Baker. June 26 at, ° 
3 at offices of Wood, Princess st, Manchester 
Finlinson, Churles James, Basingstoke, Sonthampton, Bookseller. June 
Wat12 atthe Guildhall Coffee house, King st, Cheapside.  Killby, 
Southampton 
Freeman, Herbert Edward, Worcester, Grocer. June 26 atJ}1 at the 
Grown Hotel, Broad st, Worcester Badham and Co, Tewkesbury 
Frost, Daniel, Leicester, out of business. July 6 at 3 at offices of Becke, 
Market square, Northampton 
Gates, Rachel Houchton, and George Gates, Southampton, Ironmongers. 
Jone 22 at 3 at the Guildhall Ooffee house, King st, Cheapside. Killby, 
Southampton 
Gerrie, George, Birmingham, Draper. June 25 at 11 at offices of 
Buller, Moor st, Birmingham 
Gibbs, Asron, and Charles Gibbs, Northamp-on, Stioe Manufacturers 
June 25 at 3 at offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton 
Glover, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Oil Manufacturer, June 23 at, 
11 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
Gotterel, Francis, Cardiff, Merchant. June 26 at 11 ac the Mount Stuart 
Hotel, Bute Docks, Cardiff. Ingledew and Co, Cardiff 
. Edward, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant. June 19 at 12 at 
the London Tavern, Bishopsgate-street. French, Crutched Friars 
Gregory, Charlee, Wray-crescent, Torrington Par«, Builder. June 30 
at 12 at offices of Johnson, High-street, Marylebone 
Griffiths, Emma, Ba'sall Heath, Worcester, Milliner, June 18 at 4 at 
offices of Parry, Bennett’s-Hill, Birmingham 
Handley, Henry, Goole, York, Bootmaker. June 22 at 3 at offices of 
Chambers, Scale-lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Harman, Stephen, Oasile-street, Leicester square, Licensed Victualler. 
June 22 at 3 at offices of Button and Co., Henrietta-street, Covent- 


garden 

Harris, Charles, John, Newington Butts, Clothier, June 22 at 2 at 
Offices of Chapman, Cheapside 

Harrison, William Thomas, Claremont-sqnare, Pentonville, Bockseller’s 
Assistant, June 20 at 3 at offices of Goode, Maryleborie road 

Haywood, Charles, Camden-road, Camden Town, Plumber. July 3 at 
2at the Guildhall Coffee house. Shepherd & Haward 

‘ood , John, Nottingham, Grocer. June 26 at 12 at cffices of 
na and bright, Eldon Chambers, Wheeler-gate, Nottingham 

Hiorns, Percival, Church Handborough, Jxford, Baker, June 24 at 1 
at of Swearse, Corn Market st, Oxford 

Holland, Benjamin, Wednesbury Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 2 4 
at llat the George Hotel, Digbeth, Walsall 

Hough, John, rode > mated Chester Hay dealer. June 26 


& 3 at offices of Cooke, Mi 
» Lenearhire, Saddler, June 26 at 3 


Hovlding, William, Burn: 
at offices or Hartley, N’ st, Boroley 

Hoult, George, Wigan, Lancaster, Common Brewer. June 24 at 1i- 
at offices of Byrom, King st, W 

Huxtable, John Thorne, Bide Devon, Grocer. June 6 at 12 at 
offices of Hole and Peard, Willet st, Bideford 

Knapton, Meshach, Vassal rd, North Brixton, Baker. June 19 at 3 at 

of Ody, [rinity st, Southwark 

Knott, Siephen, Corbridge, Northumberland, Blacksmith. June 24 at 
18 atoffices of Baty, Hexham 

Laurent, Charles Francois, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coal Fitter’s Clerk. 
June 22 at 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Ise, William, Bideford, Devon, Watchmaker, July 2at 3 at offices of 


Castle st, 
London, Edward, Chippenham, Wilts, Inspector on theG W Railway. 
an 16 at 1] at offices of Shrapnell, Market House, Trowbridge, 


Lovering , Philip, Totterdown, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Jane 24 
a 2 at offices of m, Albion I 

Lowe, John, Leadenhall st. June 29 at 2 at Painters’ Hall, Little 
Trinity lane. Pritchard and Co 

Maclean, Neil, Middlesborough, York, Draper. June 24 at 1 at offices 
of » Gosford st, Middlesboroagh 

Mather, Joho, Bolton, Lancaster, Printer. June 26 at 8 at No 26, 

Seer we. 

ll, Robert, Bingley, York, Grocer June 29 at 3 at offices of 

Hutchinson, Piccadilly Chambers, Bradford 


and Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Mountford, Thomas, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. June 17 at li at 
offices of Hand and Co, Martin st, Stafford 

Noble, James William, Bradford, Wilts, Carpenter. June !7at2 at 
offices of Pocock and Son, Union st, Bath. Shrapnell, Bradford-on- 


Avon 
Nowell, James, Dewsbury, York, Contractor. June 27 at bl at the 
Victoria Hot-l, Bradford. Waiker, Dewsbury 
Organ, Sarah Jane, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. June 19 at 12 at offices 
of Failows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Pagett, Thomas, Birmingham, Iron Plate Worker. June25 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Col more row, Birmingham 
Parkhouse, William, Bath, Furniture Croker. June 15 at 11 at officas 
of Pocock and Son, Union st, B:th. Shrapuell, Bradford-on-Avon 
Pennell, Juhn, Liverpool, Bedding Manufactarer. July 6 at 3 atofice 
of Gibson and Bolland, Soutn Juin st, Liverpool. Barreli and Rod- 
way, Liverpuol 
Pocock, Samuei, Barnstaple, Devon, Grocer. June 25 at 2 atofi:es of 
Bromham, High st, Barnstaple . 
Potts, Thomas, Sutton, near Macc'esfield, Chester,Grocer. July 1 at 
3 at the Exchange chambers, Macclesfield. Higginbotham and Birclay, 
Macclesfield 
Purser, Charles, Shefford, Bedford, Wine Merchant. Jui 25 at 10 at 
the County Court Office, Biggleswade. H oper and Raynes, Bisgles- 


wade 

Ramsey, Charles, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Desler. June 29 at 11 at o Hees 
of Watts, Butter market, [pswich 

Rea, John George, Cornwali terrace, Rye lane, Peckham, Station:r. 
June 25 at 2 at offices of Howse, Stap e inn, Holborn. 

Ring, Mendel, Mount st, Whitecnapel, Leather Merchant. June 20 at 
10 at 104, Leman st, St George’s-in-the-Eavt. Dodson, Frederick 
place, Mile End rd 

Ripperger, Stephen, Myddleton st, Clerkenwell, Purse Maker, Jane 29 
at 3 at offices of Bastard, Brabant court, Phiipot lane 

Russell, John, Parkfields, near Bilston, Staffurd, Butty Miner. July 4 
at 11 at offices of Burrow, Queen st, Wolverhamp’on 

Salcedo, Roman, and Ramon Gardeazabal, Gracechurch st, Merchants. 
June 29 at 12 at offices of Smart and Co, Cheapside. Lowless and 
Co, Martin’s jane, Caunon st 

Scholey, John, Mexboroagh, York, Boatman. July | at 12 at offices of 
Brook and Co, Change alley, Sheffield 

Scots, George, Liverpool, Piumber. June 25 at 2 at offices of Harris, 
Union court, Castile st, Livarpoul 

Scrivener, Frederick, Ipswich, Suffolk, Photegrapher. June 29 at |2 at 
Offices of Watts, Butter market, [pswich 

Shepherd, George, Wareham, Dorset, Plumber. June 23 at 12 at the 
Black Boar Hotel, Wareham. Travers : 
Smitthies, Robert, Tonge, near Middleton, Lancashire, Licensed 
Victualler. June 24 at 3 at offices of Storer, F in st, Manchest 
Sneesby, William, Sheffle!d, Cattle Dealer. June 29 at Il at offices of 
Fretson, Bank st, She'field 

Sparrow. David, Haverhill, Suffolk, Baker. June 26 at 11 at the Bell 
Ion, Haverhill 

Stevens, Edward George, Penzance, Cornwall, Grocer. June 29 atl at 
Longhurst’s Union Hotel, Chapel st, Penzance. Jenkins, Falmouth 

Stone, William John, New King’s rd, Fulham, Boot Agent. Jane 30 
at 3 at offices of Watson, Guildhall yard 

Stonewehr, Seicmund Aaron, Liverpool, Merchant. June 30 at 1 at 
offices of Woodburn and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Swain, James Watlace, Glemsford, Suffolk, Carpanter. July 2 at 1 at 
offices of Cardinall, Sepulchre st, Sudbury 

Tavlor, Henry, Boston, Lincoln, Corn Factor. June 23 at | at the 
Peacock Hotel, Boston. Builes, Boston 

Ward, Richard, Adela terrace, Kensal rd, Builder. June 22 at 4 at 
offices of Abiett, Cambridge terrace, Hyde park 

Wheaton, William, Exeter, Merchant. June 29 at Il at the Bade 
Haven Hotel, Exeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Wickbam, Edward, Liverpool, Draper. July7 at 3 at offices of Barrell 
and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 

Wieland, Henry William, Waterloo rd, General Agent. June 22 at 3 
at offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity square, Soutuwark 











UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long op3rated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDUN NECKOPOLIS COMPANY, whea 
vpening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
us obtained, or will be forwarded, upun applica sion to the Chief Office, 2 
Tancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions.—The CARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numerous relies 
of the campaign of 1870. Portrait Models of MARSHAL3 BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M. THIERS, FRANCIS JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, aad 
the SHAM of PERSIA, with the original graph and tesci ial 
presented to Madame Tus-and and Sons, Jaly 3ed, 1873, as a souvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new superb and 
costly Court dresses. Admission, !s, Children under ten, 6d, Extra 
rooms, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m. 











OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (in whic’ 

will be discussed the best method yf lowering boats); the second lec- 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which railway matters will be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr, Howard Paul during the week. Jane Con- 


quest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gardner. Domestic 
Other entertainments. Open 12 and 7. Ad- 





| Klectrigity, Mr. King. " 


mission ls, 
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ae AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

‘HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 

Beancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 

Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Corgent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
‘tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposerrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
‘For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Brtisjissued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 

or collection. 


Sates anp Puncuasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
‘Zest India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and monay agency 
British and! ndian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


ENERAL ASSURANCE 
A.D., 1837. 
LIFE—FIRE—LOANS. 


‘Caisr Orrice—62, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON. 





COMPANY, 











Capital .... .. £1,000,000 
io lated Funds... ..500, 
New Life Assurances tor 5 years ......00-+.s0e000! 628,975 
New Life Premiums for 5 years 53 





‘Loans granted on PERSONAL SECURITY. 
” » REVERSIONS. 

LIFE INTERESTS. 

= 99 FREEHOLDS AND LEASEHOLDS. 

‘Prospectuses, Reports, Balance Sheets, forwarded on application. 


GEORGE SCOTT FREEMAN, Secretary. 


YHE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—30, GRACECHURCH-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T. B. SPRAGUE, Esq., MA. 

Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
25, Chancery-lane. 
Income, £265,000. Assets, £2,033,000 

‘Every description of Life Insurance businees transacted. 

The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 

This Society purchases REVERSLON 3, whether absolate or contin- 
gent. life interests, ami annuities; also makes advances upon mortgage 
‘of such properties. 


” ” 








EDE AND SON, 
ROBE Baye MAKERS, 





By Srpcial Appointment To Hex Masesty, THe Lorp Caancettor, 
he Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS” DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES. 

UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 

Estasiisaep 1689. 
94, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 


——.. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 





Every description of Printing. 


Chancery Bille and Answers Catalogues 

ppeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 
Reports Posters 
Rules Handbills, &c., &c, 





WAUKENPHAST'S BOOTS. 


ESSRS. WAUKENPHAST & CO. are now 
prepared with a Special Stock of Goods for Spring and Summer 
wear, combining the lightness of French, with the recognised fitting 
qualities of their own -~anufacture. 
The celebrated “‘In..c Boot’? for wear in dirty weather, and the 
Duke of Edinburgh Shooting Boots always ready. Choose your own 
fit, and the number will be registered for future orders. 


10, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, S.W. 


ARR’S, 2 65, STRAND.=— 

Dinners (from the joiit) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 28. and 2s. 6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the Joint 
with the agreeable sicomp sniment of light wina, both cheap 
good, I know only of sae iouse, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 








NIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
1, KING WILLIAM-STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Established 1834, 


JOHN FARLEY LEITH, Esq., MP., Q.C., Chairman. 
WILLIAM NORRIS NICHOLSON, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 
George Henry Brown, Esq. John Jackson, M.D. 
The Hon. James Byng. James Joseph Mackenzie, Esq. 
Henry Walford Green, Esq. Sir Rowland M. Stephenson. 
Osgood Hanbury, Esq. Chas. Freville Surtees, Esq. 


Actuary and Secretary—FREDERICK HENDRIKS, Esq. 

At the fortieth annual meeting of the Universal Life Assurance 
Society, held 13th May, the results of the business of the society, from 
its foundation in 1834, wera stated to have been as follows :—T otal 
assurance: issued, £9,909,971: sums assured with bonuses existing, 
§3,)98,870; total claims paid, £2,070,348; accumulated funds, 
£992,669; net annual revenue, £164,446; premiums on year’s new 
business, 1873, £7,915; profits returned, in cash, to assured at 35 
bonus divisions, £323,279. The reduction of premiams for the cur- 
rent year on participating p>licies was fix2d at 50 per cent., the 
present being the eleventh year continuously in which the premium, 
English and Indian, has received a cash rebate of one-half. 

The Directors deg to draw attention to the great economy of premiums 
in this Society, to its large reserves, and to its experience of 40 years, 
during which it has secured the utmost possible benefit to the assured. 

Branch Boards and Agencies in Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and 
Ceylon. Additional Agents required in the United Kingdom. 

A Liberal Commission to Solicitors. 


AQUI ABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835, Capital paid-up, £480,000. 

This Society purchases reversionary property and life interests,and 
grants loans on these securities. 
Formsof proposal may be obtained at the office, 
F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
OC. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 





MPROVED and ECONOMIC COOKERY.—Use 
LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT an“ stock” for beef - 





lient Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
= half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
440 page. 
The new Hall latelv added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetubies, &c., 1s. 64, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includirg 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is pnb!ished on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C, 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser+ 

tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month, 








To Law Stationers and Printers.—Coancery-lane and Cursi'or-strest.— 
Leasehold premizes and Goodwill, 


R. W. H. HEWITT is directed by Executors to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JUNE 4 
at ONE for TWO o’clock precisely, in Two Lots, the valuable long 
LEASEHOLD PROPERTY, No. 38, Chancery-lane, situate in a com- 
manding position at the corner of Cursitor-street, the upper part of 
the premises let out as offices at very low rents, amountiag to £120 
per annum, and the ground floor and basement used for old-e 
tablished law stationer’s business of the late Mr. J. J. Tiver, the good- 
will of which will be included in the sale; also the Beneficial Lease 
of the House, No, 23, Cursitor-street, close adjoining. 
Particulars may be had at the Mart; of 
i ROBINSON & PRESTON, Solicitors, 35, Lincoln’s-inn+ 
iS 
and at the Auctioneer’s offices, 23, Hart-street, Bloomsbury square. 





Tithe Rent Charges, amounting to £79 15s. per anoum, well secured. 


MESSSS. WETHERALL &GREEN will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, City, on WEDNESDAY, JULY 15, at 
ONE, valuable Tithe Rent-charges, amounting to £79 15s. per annum, 
arising out of South Darenth Farm, and other property in the parish 
of Gorton Kirby, near Farningham-road Station, in the county of 
Kent, containing 170s. Or. 27p., of the gross value of upwards of £890 
per annum. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart, of 


Messrs, KINGSFORD & DORMAN, Solicitors, 23, Essexestreet, 
Strand; of 





tea, soups, made dishes and sauces; gives fine Aavorr and great 
strength. Invariably adopted in housenuids when fairly tried. 
Caar:0u,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile weross label. 


Mosers. WETHERALL & GREEN, Auctioneers and Valuers, 92, 
Chancery-lane. 
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